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Topline Summary Section 1 - Minimizing Harms of Use 


iindvsGrpi For the purpose of this questionnaire, please indicate whether you are providing input: 
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Education] What is the highest level of formal education that you have completed to date? 
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iGrpOrg| What type of group/organization do you represent? 
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Organization which currently, or planstointhe 
future, derive income from the production, 
distribution, or sale of marijuana products 
Business or Industry 

Activist organization/lobby group 

Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity): 
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iOrgProv] In which province/territory is your organization based? 
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\NameGrpOrg) Name of group/organization 


000004 


There are 36 response(s) to this question. 
[NameGrpOrgi 


F Response 


22 TEKSA 


24 Kelz Medical Services Corp 


26 The Kootenay's Medicine Tree 


28 Glacial.gold 
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30 idis not to say 


36 church of the here 


iOrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input provided by your organization as part of their report to the Government. Do 
vou agree to let the Task Force attribute the input provided by your organization in their report? Ifyou do not agree, the input 
provided by your organization will be stil be used by the Task Force as part of their report, but will not be attributed to your 
organization 
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[MHUI1] Do you believe that these measures are appropriate to achieve the overarching objectives to minimize harms, and in particular to protect 
chidren and youth? Are there other actions which the Government should consider enacting alongside these measures? 


Response 


i PP II IIS 


The measures look like they'll work, more tweaking will need to be done as the rollout of dispensaries commences. There 
should be a thorough process to prove eligibility for a dispensary however, with serious penalties for breaking any 
2006 Hs code or law. 
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| feel that the above framework is Adequate. One other consideration | believe is worth thinking about us where 

marijuana can be used? Is smoking or consuming it outside on a public street public intoxication like alcohol? Is 

smoking/consuming it inside at private businesses (bars, restaurants) acceptable? Smoking tobacco is not permitted 

indoors, so does the same rule apply? What about private residences. Is smoking inside your home with your children 
890 acceptable? Does second hand inhalation pose a risk of intoxication? In my experience is does. 


3804 | agree with all of these measures 


inimizing harm. 
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1.) Age restrictions make sense. But | think a large difference between drinking/smoking age and an age of 25 to smoke Marijauna wouldn't 
make much sense considering the known damaging effects of alcohol and tobbaco and it's sale at age 21. I'd also think that the unregulated 
marked could thrive in the under 25 market. It would be harder to regulate Marijauna if a large underground market still exists (and has a 
reasonable consumer base to support it). Shrinking that age down to 19 or 21 would be ideal in my eyes. 
2.) Media's a powerful tool. While | think a restriction on advertising would probably be the safer bet, | also would be alright with seeing sativa 
Strains being advertised for reducing anxiety. 
3.) I'm not an economist. Tax away just don't make it cost a fortune 
4.) | honestly don't think THC is a parallel for enjoyment/effectiveness of Marijuana. | think most "seasoned" smokers would agree. The best 
answer here would be to restrict recreational Marijuana THC levels. But allow medical use Marijauna (on prescription of course) whatever THC 
level is required. 
5.) | don't know how to approach this one. "Edibles" are not particularly harmful but they can be deceptive and very hard to gauge how much 
you're consuming. | wouldn't want to restrict people from being able to make edibles for personal use or to share responsibly with peers. But, | 
fully understand concerns related to them. | honestly don't see a way to keep people from consuming edibles or taking Marijuana through 
means other than smoking. Probably best to educate people on the effects of taking it in different ways. Like the prolonged period before 
feeling the effect when consuming an edible, and not to eat more because "You don't feel it yet". 
6.) This makes sense for reducing the chance of resale. As long as the limits are reasonable. 
7.) The easier it is to access legally the harder it is for people to sell it illegally. Keep it away from schools if it makes people feel better, but don't 
9550 make them take an hour+ long bus ride to get their stuff. 
9084 Do not legalise, and make the current penalties for having, growing, and using marijuana far harsher. 
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In regards to taxation and pricing, there is a price point which allows for proper revenues and taxation but dissuades people from going to the 
black market. Current black market prices for marijuana are $10 per gram and the more purchased the cheaper price per gram becomes. A half 
quarter ounce (3.5 grams) is $30 resulting in a price per gram of "$8.50 per gram, a half ounce (14 grams) is between $100-120 resulting in a 
price per gram of "$7.10 to "$8.50. If the government wishes to increase the price for taxation purposes and also keep the illicit market at bay it 
must offer value to the customer for increased prices. At $12-15 per gram customers will still purchase marijuana legally but shops must have a 
proper selection of merchandise such as raw product and edibles from a variety of sources all clearly marked with THC content, Indica and 
Sativa content, and price per gram. This provides value to the customer that is unmatched by the illicit market where you never know for sure 
what you are getting or the THC content. It also allows for return business where medical and non-medical customers can choose the strain of 
marijuana that is appropriate for them. 

In regards to limits of allowable THC potency | do not believe a limit should be enacted. However on products above a certain threshold there 
could be warning or labeling on the package indicating the hazards associated with using the product. This is especially pertinent to first time 
users who can easily become overwhelmed with the effects and side effects of smoking or edibles, and this is where Colorado has had the 
largest number of reports of overdose, first time users. To limit this type of overdose sellers and retailers must educate first time users on the 
effects of marijuana use. Having an online training course for sellers to take in regards to regulations and helping customers is necessary to 
make sure that knowledgeable staff is always available. This again provides value to the customer and disables another revenue source for the 
illicit market. 


4420 beyond what alcohol or cigarettes (which are objectively/scientifically worse than marijuana) are subject to. 
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ould consider scientific evidence which you are. 


| believe that all of these measures are appropriate, and | expect they would be effective. | only have a few reservations: First, that limiting 
advertising in an effort to prevent marijuana from becoming widely socially acceptable is unnecessary and inconsistent with the treatment of 
other drugs, particularly alcohol. While the limits on advertising of tobacco seem to have had a positive effect on discouraging usage and the 
resulting problems like lung cancer, the advertising of alcohol has not been similarly limited even though it can have a number of damaging 
effects. It seems to me that alcohol is culturally acceptable and has been for some time, and the problems that come along with that are 
manageable enough that we don't mind. | understand marijuana to be overall a less harmful drug than both alcohol and tobacco, at least for 
developed brains, not least because it seems to be impossible to take a fatal dosage. Its use is becoming increasingly acceptable anyway, largely 
because of communication on the internet and depictions in movies and TV, which won't go away either way. It therefore seems to me that it 
would be an unnecessary restriction on individual sellers which wouldn't really achieve the desired outcome. 


My worry about the taxation of marijuana is already stated above, but I'd just like to underline it: while it absolutely should be taxed, if the rate 
is set too high the black market will continue to flourish. The right balance should be struck. 


Lastly, on the limits of acceptable THC, I think reference to alcohol is again appropriate. Like alcohol, the percentage of active ingredient in the 
product is only a limit on how quickly somebody can consume the drug, not on the total they can consume: you can drink a lot of beer or a bit of 
liquor and get the same result, just as you can smoke a lot of low-THC marijuana or a small amount of high-THC marijuana. The worries about 
stronger strains becoming available mostly comes from scare campaigns--l see no reason why adult consumers shouldn't be able to decide what 
percentage of THC they want to purchase for themselves. At the very least, more research should be done into the effects of THC, and any 

6538 policy decision should be made based on that. 


Honestly, if beer and tobacco can be bought in corner stores today, why not cannabis products as well? Unless we face the hypocracy of 
8700 seperating them, or restrict all three accordingly, they should be equally accessible. 
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IMHU2! What are your views on the minimum age for purchasing and possessing marijuana? Should the minimum age be consistent across Canada, or is it acceptable 
that there be variation amongst provinces and territories? 


H Response 


ILLI 


Let the provinces and territories regulate this for themselves. It works for alcohol and tobacco. Personally i believe that making it 18/19 would 
2534 be fine. It is harmful to brain development but so is alcohol 


Ideally the age requirement should be set to 18, ubiquitously across canada. The province specific variations on qu age for Alcohol bring by an 
8548 unnecessary divide to what should be a nationally held standard. 
4730 | believe variation ee be acceptable, with the minimum age to fall between 18 and 21 
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| feel like the minimum age for purchasing marijuana should be either 18 or 19. Despite health recommendations that may say 21, the reality is 
like alcohol, the consumption of marijuana is typically a social activity. All it takes is one person who is able to procure it in order for a large 
group to be able to. Restricting it's availability won't stop people who wish to use it and just provide a minor inconvenience to those who wish 
to use it. 


| feel like a minimum age should be consistently enforced across Canada. The current system with alcohol really just makes those who are 18 
2056 years old in provinces with a 19 year old limit feel that they should be entitled to alcohol and that it's just the province getting in the way. 


| believe it should be consistent across Canada. Age limits are set with health risks for younger consumers in mind. Those risks do not change 
168 geographically. 


Ought to be directly inline with alcohol policies which vary by province. 


As per your next question uploading supporting documentation, since marijuana has been illegal the entire time modern science has been 
available only government approved labs have been able to study the plant, thus adding in a bias, and thus there is no reliable source to provide 
7930 any supporting documentation to either side of the debate. 


9074 It should be the same as the drinking age. 
1494 Yes it should be consistent across Canada so people dont drive to Quebec to get it when theyre 17 or something. 

The minimum age should generally be consistent as | feel it will likely cause less confusion and will be less costly in terms of enforcement across 
2664 provincial borders. 
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vada. 19 or 21 years of age 
The minimum age should be the same as alcohol, so the province could choose the minimum age. It should be the same as alcohol because this 
10204 is the same type of product. A drug for recreational use. 
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Topline Summary Section 2 - Establishing Safe Responsible Production System 


iindVsGrpi For the purpose of this questionnaire, please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
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Education] What is the highest level of formal education that you have completed to date? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
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Total Responses 1965 
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individual] Are you a: (check all that apply} 


Response Chart Percentage 
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Other (please specify): 


Prefer not to say 
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Total Responses 1858 
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iGrpOrg]| What type of group/organization do you represent? 
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[^ 


Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 
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iOrgProvi in which province/territory is your organization based? 
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iNameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 
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# Response 
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iOrgShare] The Task Force wil consider the input provided by your organization as part of their report to the Government. Do vou agree to 
let the Task Force attribute the input provided by your organization in their report? If vou do not agree, the input provided by your 
organization will be stili be used by the Task Force as part of their report, but will not be attributed to vour organization. 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
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| do not agree 


SAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAD 


[ESRPS1] What are your views on the most appropriate production model? Which production model would best meet consumer demand while ensuring that public 
health and safety oblectives are achievable? What level and type of regulation is needed for producers? 


H Response 


I. 
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A private sector production model is acceptable only if regulations for production are stricter for marijuana than any 
480 current product on the Canadian markets. 


The government doesn't need to regulate and enforce a monopoly of standards on the industry which will only raise 
prices. The free/black market has been producing a fine, high quality product without any deaths or injuries since day 1 
(before the idea of government was established). If the market demands clean (organic) marijuana the producers 


298 respond. That seems a lot more effective and productive than what the government has been doing. 
60 | don't know. 


| think that regulated competitive production is the most realistic and offers the ability for government oversight without 
1298 burdening the government with production. 


Home cultivation would allow children to access it. If products are sold as food, they should meet the same requirements 


other foods do. Child-proof packaging, labels containing important information and health warning messages are good 
148 ideas. 


Production model -- a blended system, which permits both private-sector production, licenced by government, as well as 
1550 home production 


000019 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Personal, home growing should be allowed, but there should also be regulated mass production. The consumer should 
be able to decide for themselves what they want. Strict regulations on pesticide use is most important. No chemical 
368 pesticides while plants are in flower. 


Allowing it to be sold in the private sector, with government regulation, | believe, is the best approach. It gives the 

people the type of access they are looking for when it comes to legalization. Plus, it gives a chance for small businesses to 

flourish. Statically, no pot shop has ever made it past being a "small" business. When it comes to Canadian economics, 
304 small business is the life force for so many provinces. 


Regulated regularly monitored private sector production seems like the most viable, likely scenario. The possibility exists 
that government could. if it moves away from the draconian drug war mentality, also involved in production through 
1524 research and development models 
1380 | dunno about this 


| believe we need a stuctor in place to,provide medical patient with Covient access to medical marijuana 
We need to help licence producers and despesaries to work together not separate allow the despesaries to access the 
170 products of licensed producers not have to look elsewhere this would Benitez the public eymensly 


Production should be approached similarly to alcohol, where there are opportunities for both large-scale producers and 

small, local producers (comparably to craft brewers) can apply for license to produce and market their product though 

authorized distribution channels. Similarly to alcohol, the consumer should also be given the choice to grow their own 
1408 product, similarly to making beer or wine at home- subject to limits on the number of plants at any given time. 
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[ESRPS2] To what extent, d any, should home cultivation be allowed in a legalized system? What, if any, government oversight should be put in place? 


Response 


Every adult should have the right to have growing at least a couple plants for personal use weather it be medical or 
114 recreational. Period. 


It should be allowed with a defined amount of product by weight (50 grams per person stored and on plants) based on 
608 expert opinions. 


1042 Home cultivation should be allowed. 


| want to be able to buy from friends or family, or even local markets etc. | want to be able to go to a special store - like a 

bakery/tea house. | want to be able to buy teas, healthy cookies, sandwiches etc etc. As | can NOT smoke marijuana - but 

to be able to buy locallly made edibles, would be SO helpful for myself and thousands of others. | think the ONLY 

oversight is to make sure that anyone selling to a minor will be harshly punished. Also being able to buy from a local 

store etc. this obviously means that having the items on your person should NOT be punishable by law. Simple posession 
72 should be TOTALLY taken out of the criminal code! 


944 Private growing should be allowed with limits. | 
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1268 5 or 6 plants at the time per adult ssound reasonable to me. No resale should be allowed of home products 


1284 | believe that this should not differ from home production of beer and wine. 


[ESRPS3] Should a system of licensing or other fees be introduced? 


H Response 


LL EE EE EE EE EE E EE EE I EE E EE EE 


566 no. 


if the government decides to make it a private industry, they should tax marijuana like no other while maintaining fair 
978 prices. the government, if the system is privatized, should put a price cap on marijuana. for example $ per gram. 
730 No licensing or other fees should be introduced. 
Licensing for both large-scale growers as well as dispensaries, and a small flat tax on the product that serves to fund 
related health and education projects. | do not think a large tax to discourage consumption is necessary due to the 
618 minimal health effects, or beneficial in discouraging the use of black market marijuana. 
1734 For users? no not at all. Simple restriction based on demographics of age and possibly medical conditions. 
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| would definately be in favour of licensing for commercial operations, same goes for testing of the product before it goes 

on to store shelves. | would strongly discourage licensing for home grows, unless for example you could grow three or 

four plants without a permit and if you wanted to grow more you would have to apply for a permit. The fact that it is 

currently illegal to grow isn't exactly stopping anyone from doing so, and | would imagine the same thing would be true 
532 of alicense: most people are just going to ignore it. 


376 Why not adopt the producer controls for the alcohol industry? That seems to work, and avoids reinventing the wheel. 


826 We should have strict licensing, similar to other fields such as agriculture, wine, and spirit production, livestock, etc. 


Licensing fee for home cultivation, which would cover a minimal inspection and a production certifiacate. Keep the fee 
reasonable. Such a fee would ensure that you have not altered your electrical and/or water delivery systes, and that a 
270 fire extinguisher is available. 


ies need to be licensed to high standards with reasonable fees. 


Yes, but of minimum cost, say $25 per year for home cultivation. I'm assuming enough people would buy one to support 
936 the infrastructure for some form of inspection. 


Licensing for commercial producers should be introduced (or we maintain the current licensing system). Any fees should 

be kept to the minimum required to cover costs of regulation, inspection, etc. and no more. We have an economic 

opportunity that could allow for new jobs and business. We do not want to prevent new companies from starting due to 

the cost of entry being too high. This would limit production to large, established companies, thus stifling completion 

which limits product development, and keeps prices higher. To eliminate the black market, the legal market must be 
646 better. 
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IESRPS4) The Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations (MMPR} set out rigorous requirements over the production, packaging, storage and distribution of 
mariiuana, Are these types of requirements appropriate for the new system? Are there features that you would add, or remove? 
Response 


LIBRA 


1404 Packaging -- should contain information about strain, potency, origin, etc., similar to what is included on a wine label 


Any reasonable features that work to ensure safety of the consumer, quality of product and meeting of sanitary 
580 standards are valuable. Ensuring children do not accidentally consume any product is also extremely important. 
As stated above, | believe any balanced strategy that follows the best practices of existing food and alcohol regulation is 
likely to be sufficient. In particular, the concentration of active ingredients (THC and CBD) should be clearly labeled, and 
676 upper bounds should be placed on the concentration to limit accidental overdose. Production, packaging, and storage 
Licensing should not be difficult to obtain. Everyone should be given a fair shot in the market. Quality product and the 
1130 ability to produce mass quantities will weed out the competition. Production should be allowed outdoors to provide 
754 It's important that people get consistant, safe products. 


Any product containing marijuana should have a label that it contains marijuana and the THC/CBD content the same way 
alcohol is labelled. As per usual it should have a label saying please don't use this product and then operate a motor 
1526 vehicle or heavy machinery. 


| do not support the stringent rules laid out in the MMPR for medical patients, | certainly do not support using it as a 
model for legalization. There is barely any competition, only the wealthy benefit as the prison looking compounds cost 
millions to build and operate, and the delivery system is so unreliable, inconvenient, and slow that implementing it in 
terms of nation wide legalization would be a disaster. One Canada post strike and an entire industry would be on lock 
down. It gives the wealthy too much power, it gives Canada post too much power and it gives middle income Canadians 
who want to start a business in an emerging market no hope for participation. A bank holds money which criminals also 
want, but all they're required to have is a vault and a lock on their front doors. If someone can keep their cannabis safe 
1218 from theft, | think they should be allowed to grow and sell cannabis in a style similar to Colorado's dispensaries. 
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| believe that there should be regulations for the packaging, storage, and distribution of marijuana when being sold by 
770 private companies to the consumer. 
526 Perhaps, but a thorough review is necessary to eliminate unnecessary strain on producers and consumers. 


188 | believe marijuana from a controlled store should be correctly labelled and child proof, as well as correct warning labels. 


| don't think it would need to be as stringent as the MMPR is. Some quality control would be good, but the market will 
58 weed out any bad weed producers. 
| think medical marijuana needs strict controls and regulation so the users know what they are getting and using. Various 
strengths need to be available as weaker strains may be useful for general pain relief but stronger strains may be 
552 required for those dealing with cancer. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


[ESRPSS] What role, if any, should existing licensed producers under the MMPR have in the new system (either in the interim or the long-term}? 


H Response 


"Bl 
92 | don't know. 
302 They could continue selling except now to those aged 19 and older. 


If they can find consumers that wish to purchase their products, they should have no problem in a free market system. If 
they make marijuana that people want to consume, people will buy it. And if they want to continue providing marijuana 
350 for people who need it for medical purposes, they should be allowed to continue of course. 

Licensed producers should continue to produce for both medical and recreational marijuana. The founders of these 

businesses have invested millions of dollars and countless man hours building up large scale production facilities from the 

ground up. It would make no sense to get rid of these and start over when the ground work has already been 

established. They already operate under high standards and depending on the new framework it would be far easier to 
1406 make small changes to current facilities rather then start new ones. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Current producers EU have to Aire to any new en and obtain a new license (if a different license is 
884 required under new law) but this process should easier and fast tracked for existing license holders. 


Existing licensed producers (and distributors) ought to be able to continue in their business as-is until new legislation 

takes effect. The number of available licenses ought to be greatly expanded allowing for small business to benefit from a 

budding (heh) industry. The worst outcome of legalised production would be an oligopoly of large corporations taking 
560 the place of organised crime as sole supplier. 


704 n/a 
564 They are free to adapt to a true competitive market, no special role should be appointed to them. 
1472 Who cares, not important when full scale legalization is upon us. 
32 None. See my comment above. 


the existing MMPR producers have the medical market already , they should be allowed to enter and compete in the 
recreational market if they can comply with the requirements and can produce in a higher tax environment . In 
160 Washington state they tax the recreational weed at 52% and the medical weed at considerably less , that makes sense. 
þe produced and distributed in a similar regime to alcohol. 
visits when 'dumping' product like alcohol producers do. 
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Topline Summary Section 3 - Designing Appropriate Distribution System 


iindVsGrpi For the purpose of this questionnaire, please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
As an individual 
As a representative of a group or organization 


AAAAAAAAAAARARAAAAD 


Gender] Gender: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


(Agel What is your age? 


Response Chart 


Y PP PR RP RP ISIN 


(Under 18 
18-25 

226-34 

235-44 

245-54 

455-64 

65 or older 
/Prefer not to Say 


ND 


SS CD 


ANNAN 


INR 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 
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Education] What is the highest level of formal education that you have completed to date? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


UII. 


‘Elementary school or less 
Secondary school 

Some post-secondary 

College, vocational or trade school 
ndergraduate university program 


raduate or professional university program — 


refer not to say 


U 
G 
P 


Province) in which province/territory do you live? 


AAA AAA AAA AAA AAA AAAS 


Total Responses 1728 


Response Pe rcentage 


A D ne | 


Alberta 


4 
A 


British Columbia 

Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 

Nova Scotia 


SAA AAA AAA 


= 
C 
- 
CD 
< 
c 
+ 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


CAAA AAA AAA AAA AAAS! 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 
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individual] Are you a: (check all that apply} 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


is LEE EEE 


‘Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 


SA 


;Marijuana activist 

‘User of marijuana for medical purposes 
{User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 
Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


Total Responses 1639 


AAA AAA AAA AAA AAAS 


iGrpOrg]| What type of group/organization do you represent? 


Response „Chart Percentage Count 


DORE À 


|Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 
Indigenous government or group 

{Healthcare association or organization 
Academic or research organization 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit ; 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income rE 
Business or Industry 


AAD 


SS 


CAAAAAAAAAAAAAAR AAA RAR AAAS 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


[^ 


Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


MOON ONONONONONOS 


Total Responses 13 


jp cp nU E OE 


# Response 


er for a louder voice 


iOrgProvi in which province/territory is your organization based? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Alberta 
[British Columbia YW 
{Manitoba f 
New Brunswick 

Newfoundland and Labrador 


Northwest Territories 
A 
{Nova Scotia 


= 
c 
2 
CD 
< 
= 
+ 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


AAA AAA AAA AAAS 


iNameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


There are 13 response(s) to this question. 
[NameGrpOrgi 


# Response 


PLEIN IIS, LL LR LL LÉ LL LL LL LL LÉ 


12 Tantalus Pharmaceuticals LTD 


Pa rtners Society 


iOrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input provided by your organization as part of their report to the Government. Do you agree to 
let the Task Force attribute the input provided by your organization in their report? If you do not agree, the input provided by your 
organization will be still be used by the Task Force as part of their report, but will not be attributed to your organization. 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
PR SE SS 
4 
| agree 


Q 
O 
> 
O 
rt 
CD 
ga 
m. 
(D 
(D 


AAAAARARARAAAAAAAN 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


IDADS1] Which distribution model makes the most sense and why? 


Response 
LEE 


LLL. 


1512 Via dispensaries. Do NOT lock the distribution of cannabis to one company like the LCBO does. 


Storefronts with regulation similer to that of a tobacco specialty shop and not that of a convenience store. The method 
of acquisition should be regulated similer to that of alcohol. The storefront should require a licence and that licence 
1516 should spell out practices to not attract minors as well as types of goods that may not be sold 


Vente au comptoir. Cela permettrait un canal de distribution clair. Des contróles et une réglementation seraient mis en 
722 place (cartage des jeunes, audits) ppur éviter la vente à des mineurs et les sources illégales. 


Free and fair market zero deaths should tell you something the cost is based on prohibition figure out the real cost same 
36 as tomatoes 1 dollar a gram should be tons of profit 


vnt controlled sellers...eg. LCBO only 
Storefronts! This will help the economy and allow it to be more accessible to people while being controlled by the 
1282 government. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Follow the LCBO private stock model. 
Government acts as the broker, and the storage hub. 
Government purchases from licensed producers on advise from licensed agents. 
Agents draw down the inventory, and must not hold inventory for longer than 48hr. 
Agents must distribute to customer (store, dispenser, private customer, etc) within 48hr. 
From original purchase, any material in consignment not sold within a set timeframe would be destroyed or sold at a 
discount by government. 
762 This process limits stock, access, and ensures responsibility. 


the storefront distribution Model makes the most sense to me because it would make it more accessible for people of 
legal age. if Identification is checked in stores that sell marijuana like they are at liquor stores then it would also make it 
harder for minors to get access to the drug. 
from my personal experiences as a underage teenager it is significantly easier to get my hands on marijuana than it is 
alcohol, this is because most drug dealers don't check for ID and don't really care about your age, whereas getting 
alcohol is harder because not very many adults are willing to purchase alcohol for minors. 

1258 if marajuana were purchased like alcohol in storefront it would also make it easier for legal aged adults to enjoy the drug. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


| like the idea of storefronts. It would be good to have someone to speak with who has expertise in the different strains 
and products available. Also, different stores might carry different products for different effects, conditions , or 
252 occasions. 


Storefronts make the most sense to my mind. One of the most important roles of legalisation is to drive out organised 
1026 crime. If consumers have easy, legal, and regulated access to marijuana, they will choose that over the black market 


IDADS2! To what extent is variation across provinces and territories in terms of distribution models acceptable? 


Response 


WT. 


Seriously a dumb question, IMHO. What is acceptable with distribution is what ever method works best for the end user 
as far as how it affects price. This focus on protecting the youth is overly ridiculous, how is tobacco distributed, or 
418 alcohol? Don't make it more complicated or costly, keep it simple and advantageous for all. 


e provinces decide if they want to do things differently. 
1004 Each province Shoals his the right to come up with its own guidelines 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


| think it would be more effective to have cannabis regulated at the federal level to avoid certain special interest groups 
who have a stake in imposing prohibition on others (i.e. right-wing religious and political groups) from taking advantage 
of and manipulating regulations through lobbying and/or infiltration of the government to continue prohibition in their 
jurisdiction. Certain provinces seem likely to impose laws or regulations that will undermine the spirit of what the federal 
government is trying to do for cannabis users, therefore, the provinces cannot necessarily be trusted to act in the best 
interest of Canadians based on variations in the communities contained with the different jurisdictions. Also, it would be 
awful to be allowed to consume in one province but not in another, meaning you couldn't travel with cannabis products 
1488 lawfully. This is a big no. 
There should not be any differences in distribution. There are many problems with the current LCBO model that many 
1128 provinces have taken with selling alcohol. It adds unnecessary bureaucracy into the sale. 


a, IN my Opinion. 


Depends on the local environment. | cannot see every small community having access to a omen as E as large 
cities. Perhaps a mix of the storefront and delivery is required in these situations. However ease of access is important 

294 otherwise the blackmarket will fill the gaps. 

220 Perhaps this is something to let the provinces regulate. 

538 Variation should only be for store hours and outdoor growing in certain areas due to smell. 

578 courier / Canada post/ dispensaries 

t able, but permitting a province or municipality not to allow sales at all would not be. 

596 | believe i provinces should be united and run under same business models 
Storefronts should be nationwide, if left to provincial and territory governments to decide we will end up with a 
mishmash system which encourages out of province purchases due to heavy access in one area and little to know in 
another. The Ontario government is looking at the LCBO currently which will not help the local economy as much as 

942 dispensary style businesses would. 


000036 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


(DADS3] Are there other models worthy of consideration? 


# Response 


PP LLL LLL LDL 


ng) and e-commerce in conjunction with storefronts. 


es pour l'alcool et la lotterie 


000037 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


If there were dispensaries that hired health care workers, such as pharmacists or nurses to ensure that the purchases 
would not be interacting with other forms of medication and would lessen the risks of problems. Also this would allow a 
safe space, as it would be a establishment simply geared for this medication. This would effectively allow the monitoring 
of who enters the store and could allow for carding for youth. Also it would allow those who are allergic to marijuana 
778 (the THC or any component of the plant) to be kept away from the smell and to be kept safe 


252 nope 
The entire idea of "distribution" is not correct. The model should be more like meat or dairy. We should not have a 
350 central production which requires distribution. 


Choosing the provincial liquor and alcohol retailer as an accepted venue for the legal distribution of marijuana is insane, a 
truly backwards concept not worthy of further discussion or scrutiny. Rather, a system of registration and licensing for 
independent business owners should be instituted -- similar to the rigorous processes of, say, opening a bar or coffee 
shop. The focus here is on nurturing a local economy -- whose infrastructure already exists -- that will garner more 
support for the Canadian government and, optimistically, provide for more services and care through the funds raised. 
This can also go towards providing a private space to curtail public consumption of marijuana, illegal in states like 
Colordao and Washington. Qualifications, prerequisites or fees for licenses and registration can vary from province to 
province depending on their needs. Placing sales of marijuana into the hands of lawfully licensed businesses will go a long 
way to preventing a scenario that inspired great consternation among marijuana consumers: the suspicious entrance of 
pharmaceutical mega-conglomerate corporations into a $40 billion dollar industry. 


000038 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


This outcome ought to be a cause for concern not only for users of marijuana, but for the Canadian government as well 
who, in my view, ought to be the sole beneficiary of funds generated by this rising industry, so that those funds may, in 
time, be put to good use for the benefit of ALL Canadians and not just the privileged few. Whatever distribution model is 
chosen, IT MUST maintain a level of integrity in it's commitment to the health of the Canadian public at all costs. 


A corporation seeking opportunistic profits as those distribution models are rolled out IS NOT acting in the best interests 
of the Canadian public. Clearly, a corporate model for distribution of marijuana is directly at odds with the goals and 
concerns of the public health, who risk great exploitation by companies merely seeking the golden prospects of a 
booming market. 


This cannot be stressed enough: legal sales of marijuana present an irresistibly throbbing jugular too large for vampiric 
pharmaceutical lobbyists to ignore. Canadians will almost certainly face exploitation if this path is chosen. It will 
jeopardize the potential for Canada to profit significantly from this opportunity -- as many already know, and believe that 
it would. Privatization of marijuana sales will only succeed in driving more Canadians to the black market, which will in 
turn lead a rise in convictions, costing the government more money. 


Would a privatized provider of medical marijuana even allow money to flow back into this country? As we all know, 
corporations do their financial business offshore, much to the ire and frustration of every other hard-working, underpaid 
person on this planet. With all sincerity and urgency that can be communicated through this message: whichever method 
of distribution is chosen, we must stay vigilant to be assured that ravenous corporations do not swoop in to devour a 
potentially great idea that still remains in it's infancy. 


606 Thank you for this opportunity to speak my peace. 


To battle the business of local illegal marijuana dealers, the price of marijuana must be lower than their price. Only this 
188 way will the illegal be driven out of business. 


I'm very concerned by what seems to be an effort to lock out existing Compassion Clubs and their growers. 
Impoverishing Canadians who have been the defacto medical marijuana providers up until now will only encourage a 
black market as they are dependent on this income. Allow them a means of entering the legal market. Work with them 


instead of against them. 


828 It is in large part due to the Compassion Clubs that legalization is happening. Surprise us by treating them fairly. 
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104 Please look at my response to the first question. 
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Topline Summary Section 4 - Enforcing Public Safety and Protection 


iindVsGrpi For the purpose of this questionnaire, please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
As an individual 
As a representative of a group or organization 


AAAAAAAAAAARARAAAAD 


Gender] Gender: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


(Agel What is your age? 


Response Chart 


Y PP PI RP RP ISIN 


(Under 18 
18-25 

226-34 

235-44 

245-54 

455-64 

65 or older 
/Prefer not to Say 


ND 


SS CD 


ANNAN 


INR 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 
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Education] What is the highest level of formal education that you have completed to date? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


IULII. 


‘Elementary school or less 
Secondary school 

Some post-secondary 

College, vocational or trade school 
ndergraduate university program 


raduate or professional university program x 


refer not to say 


Uoc 


AAA AAA AAA AAA AAA AAAS 


Total Responses 1285 


‘Province! in which province/territory do you live? 


Response Pe rcentage 


A D ne te ere ee ee ee 


Alberta 


4 
A 


British Columbia 

Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 

Nova Scotia 


SAA AAA AAA 


= 
C 
- 
CD 
< 
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Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


CAAA AAA AAA AAA AAAS! 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


individual] Are you a: (check all that apply} 


Response Chart Percentage 


dis ESS RSS IERI I III Id I I UII EOE 


{Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

‘Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

‘Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
ndigenous person 


SS 


Marijuana activist 
A 
A 


¿User of marijuana for medical purposes 
‘User of marijuana for non-medical purposes We 
Other (please specify): 
Prefer not to say 


ARAD 


Total Responses 1209 


AAAAAAR AAA AAA AAA 


iGrpOrg]| What type of group/organization do you represent? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
j n 22 222222000000 MM 
¢Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 9 


Indigenous government or group : 0% 0 
‘Healthcare association or organization = 111 1 1 $3 | UM 3 O0 
Academic or research organization 

Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit = |= $= | | Gy 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income fri: 
Business or Industry 


SS 


CAAA AAA AAA 
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[^ 


Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


MOON ONONONONONOS 


Total Responses 9 


jp cp nU E OE 


# Response 


er for a louder voice 


iOrgProvi in which province/territory is your organization based? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Alberta 
[British Columbia We 
{Manitoba p. 
New Brunswick 

Newfoundland and Labrador 


Northwest Territories 
A 
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= 
c 
2 
CD 
< 
= 
+ 


Ontario 
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Outside of Canada 
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iNameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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There are 9 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrgi 


# Response 


LLETLT LLP PR IE I I I I I I I I D PE I I I I TLL AP PR IR I I I I I EI PI PI APE EI I I I EI PI PI II EI III III) 


iOrgShare|] The Task Force will consider the input provided by your organization as part of their report to the Government. Do you agree to 
let the Task Force attribute the input provided by your organization in their report? If vou do not agree, the input provided by your 
organization will be stili be used by the Task Force as part of their report, but will not be attributed to your organization. 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
soie G, LL L LL LL LÉ 
KA $ 
| agree 


| do not agree 


AAAAAAAAAAARAAAAAAAD 


IEPSP1] How should governments approach designing laws that will reduce, eliminate and punish those who operate outside the boundaries of the new legal 
system for marijuana? 
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Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


# Response 


V 


178 Open distribution (small business, not the LCBO). Comparable rates and reasonable taxes v the black market. 


ol and tobacco. 


Encourage legal, licensed distribution. 
price breaks for registered medicinal users. 
848 Current punishments designed on the subject while it is decriminalized seems fair. 
140 The same as you would for alcohol. 
1024 I think the current alcohol laws are a good guideline. 
1114 make the laws tough on those who work outside the boundaries of the new system. 
ell, and should be looked to as a model for laws around marijuana 


482 When a new system is implemented, severe penalties should be imposed for operating outside of the system. 
540 Punish those who break the laws and regulations. Leave everyone else alone. 


664 Something similar to the way alcohol is approached would make sense. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Fees for licensure and level of taxation should be set to the level that would remove all additional profit from operating 
outside the legal framework. The addition of allowing home growth for personal use would make small scale contraband 
unprofitable. Designing laws based on sound economic principles that favour free market outcomes should result in a 
420 system that requires no threat of violence to maintain monopolies. 
684 Unsure 


836 Would like to see marijuana fully legal for adults. 


EPSP?) What specific tools, training and guidelines wil be most effective in supporting enforcement measures to protect public health and safety, particularly for 
impaired driving? 


Response 


Public education and greater funding for research around public health and safety should be paramount. Any roadside 

test should be scientifically validated to ensure that there is zero risk of a driver being charged with impaired driving 

when that was not the case. Any officer trained in these techniques should undergo regular testing to ensure there are 
398 zero false positives. 

Until a clinical standard for actual impairment can be measured and reliably established, impairment must be 
386 demonstrated. 

| would like people who drive under the influence of marijuana to be treated the same as people who drive impaired 

8 from alcohol. 

This will be the hardest part of legalization and | don't know. Maybe if their is suspicion of high driving you can hold the 
950 car for 24 hours? Idk... 
742 | believe the strongest and most effective tool is teaching people before punishing them 
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48 Communication campaigns, steep fines and penalties, essentially the same practices we use to deter drinking and driving. 
The guidelines will need to be based upon a number of sobriety tests that determine if someone is indeed under the 
influence or not. Since simple urine or blood tests do not give an appropriate timeframe on use, these sobriety tests will 
need to be enforced. Saliva tests will not prove worthy either as there are many other ways to ingest cannabis than 
smoking. Another important issue around impairment and cannabis is the strict distinction between THC and CBD. 

466 There are strains high in CBD with virtually no THC, and virtually zero intoxicating effect. If there is no psychoactive 


None. There is no proof it impairs driving. | do not believe it impairs driving and disagree with driving impairment 
worries and restrictions and enforcement plans. 
782 http://www.denverpost.com/2015/12/29/colorado-still-not-sure-whether-legal-marijuana-made-roads-less-safe/ 


Difficult area,however, policegenerally can remove the right to drive for 24 hours in NS anyway, so nothing new is 
586 needed 
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Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


From my experience watching ads/service announcements, etc, it seems like scare tactics involving health have more of 
an impact than scare tactics involving the law. However, if at all possible, scaring people into not driving impaired should 
probably be avoided as it can become on of those things that people automatically tune out for being "excessive" 

522 (whether or not it actually is, in the context of the issue of impaired driving). 


EPSPS) Should consumption of marijuana be allowed in any publicly-accessible spaces outside the home? Under what conditions and circumstances? 


# Response 


VASSAL SLES HH ESE L ELLE LLL L ELLE ELLE L ELLE L ELLE L ELE SELL ES EELS HET ELL ESL ELLE ELLE ESE LEE SLE LES L ELLE LES E LL ES ELE S LLL ATTE S ELLE LEE Éd 
1112 yes - wherever smoking tobacco is allowed (except vehicles) 
SHOULD BE REGULATED LIKE AMSTERDAM AND COLORADO WHERE SHOPS LIKE BARS OFFER SAFE PLACE FOR LIKE 


1232 MINDED ADULTS TO CONSUME. REGULATE AND TAX 
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Similar to bars, marijuana smoking establishments like coffee shops and lounges should be allowed. They should be 
required to also offer food and non alcoholic drinks, similar to bars. They should also be allowed to sell small quantities 
for use in the establishment. These establishments should NOT be allowed to also serve alcohol, to keep people from 
mixing marijuana and alcohol. Marijuana consumption should not be allowed in family friendly areas like parks of 

292 sidewalks. 

354 Anywhere smoking cigarettes or drinking alcohol i is s permitted 


1132 Just use thee same rules as we do for liquor or tobacco. 
1060 Yes. There should be lounges where people can go like bars. 


| think it should be allowed in cafes/bars licensed for marijuana consumption (which, of course, as with bars, would not 
allow in individuals who are underage to consume marijuana). There might be a licensing system for other individual 
public events as well (e.g concerts, conventions, etc.), again with specifications as to age restrictions for that 

456 event.People should be able to freely consume manjuana in any private SITES lus 
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The same expectations that currently exist to reduce exposure of non-participants to second hand smoke should be 
applied. For example no smoking in public buildings or within a predetermined distance from the entrance/exit. Children 
432 should be protected from exposure to second hand smoke (ex in a car) 
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Topline Summary Section 5 - Accessing Marijuana Tor Medical Purposes 


iindVsGrpi For the purpose of this questionnaire, please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
ZAs an individual 
As a representative of a group or organization 
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Gender] Gender: 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


(Agel What is your age? 


Response Char 
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(Under 18 
18-25 
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455-64 

65 or older 
/Prefer not to Say 


ND 


SS CD 


ANNAN 
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Education] What is the highest level of formal education that you have completed to date? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


UIDI. 


‘Elementary school or less 

Secondary school 

Some post-secondary 

College, vocational or trade school 
ndergraduate university program 

raduate or professional university program 
refer not to say 


Uoc 
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Total Responses 2597 


‘Province! in which province/territory do you live? 


Response Pe rcentage 
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Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
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Nova Scotia 
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Ontario 
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Outside of Canada 
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individual] Are you a: (check all that apply} 


Response Chart Percentage 


dis SSSR SSSR RSS RSS SR SSSR SSSR ARARA 00070000000 


{Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

‘Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

‘Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
ndigenous person 


SS 


| Srp activist 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 
{User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 
Other (please specify): 


Prefer not to say 


ARAD 


Total Responses 2533 


AAAAAAR AAA AAA AAA 


iGrpOrg]| What type of group/organization do you represent? 


Response Chart Percentage Count 
?Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 
Indigenous government or group 
{Healthcare association or organization 
Academic or research organization 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit p = 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income fr Ke: 16% 4 
Business or Industry 9 


SS 


CAAA AAA AAA 
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[^ 


Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


Total Responses 25 


MOON ONONONONONOS 


iGrpOrg) (Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity):) 


Response 


LEED 


er for a louder voice 


MMAR license holder (designated person production license) who spent tens of thousands applying for MMPR license, 
built a facility to MMPR standards, just to repeatedly have application disapproved based on not meeting standards, 


of 


4 Canadian ass 


Percentage Count 


Alberta 
British Columbia 


SN 


SAAS 
< 
CD 
2 
= 
O 
O 
ie») 


A 
A 


New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 

‘Nova Scotia 


A 
A 


A 
A 


CAAA AAA AAA AAAS 


AAD 


SA 


= 
Cc 
= 
CD 
< 
E 
m 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 


" 
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[^ 


Yukon 
Outside of Canada 


AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAARAAAAARAD 


iNameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


There are 21 response(s) to this question. 


iNameGrpOrgi 


RP ttt eee e 


artners Society (B.C. registered - operating nationally) 


2 Canadian National Medical Marijuana Associaiton 


4 Ontario POJ 
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iOrgshare] The Task Force will consider the input provided by your organization as part of their report to the Government. Do you agree to 
iet the Task Force attribute the input provided by your organization in their report? H you do not agree, the input provided by your 
organization will be stili be used by the Task Force as part of their report, but will not be attributed to your organization. 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


IEEE EE, T 
Z 


| agree 
| do not agree 


OQ 


AXE 


IAMMPL: What factors should the government consider in determining appropriate access to medically authorized persons is provided once a system for legal 
access to marijuana is in place? 


Response 


prr III 


Age, condition(s) requiring marijuana treatment, severity of condition(s), side effects of accepted treatment of 
564 condition(s) 


| support accessibility as per alcohol use/use of opiod drugs would be appropriate. | also believe the government should 
track physician involvement in prescription writing to ensure that there is not abuse, and that there is real medical need 
276 involved 
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If legalizing for medical purposes i feel that it should be treated as medications are. Available at the pharmacy. This 
assists in control amounts, strains, and purposes of use. As well, assists in education to the patient as pharmacies 
1392 educate the patient on prescriptions at pick up. 


1490 No factors except if it is needed, it should be available. 


960 It should be available for purchase by any adult. 
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make it easer to access my doctor has retired and I'm finding it difficult to find a new doctor unless i travel to the 
950 mainland witch is a 12 hour trip for me 
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DISPENSARIES no other way the current LP system is garbage. This survey is garbage as well, you should be making a list 
of quetions to choose from instead of having the user input their own information. be fair to the medical marijuana 
decision because as of right now there is nothing fair happening with the task force to the attitudes that are coming from 
your government. OPENLY DISCUSS this decison across the country. DO NOT base your opinons on current mental health 
professionals they are biased themselves right now cause their getting funding to say MM is bad and has to stay illegal. 
Lets do what the states have done and open this up for the poor people to be able to get a boost from it. Your black 
market and gangster rhetoric is getting annoying as well cuz if you make the right decision here we the medical users 
dont want the black market in it either they ruin the medicine and jack up prices. please consider this its not that were 
looking to fill the local drug lord pockets i also dont want to help someone live in a mansion ona hill either as your 
forcing us to do with the LP system we want VETTED CHOICE we want to know our medicine has to be vetted before it 
reaches our door. the current LP system is unvetted which is huge in the MM industry every plant doesnt grow the same 
and the LPs are testing a single bud for 10-20 plants??? thats 1 gram being tested for up to 300 grams of which grew in 
slightly different conditions how can they tell me with 100% knowledge that their all the same THEY CAN'T. | am very 
passionate about this issue | have been using MM since 2008 before then my Epileptic Seizures were way out of control. 
it took me a while to find the strain that actually controlled my seizures (Sativa). the last change from the MMAR to the 
MMPR hurt my medicine | started having seizures again cuz i wasn't able to grow my own and had to rely on low quality 
flower from Tilray and Tweed!! | agree that some people might find the LP system to their benefit but i know for the 
most part that people that are truly experienced with MM are not impressed with the Harper MMPR system. | know that 
your probably all bought off by the LP thats just down Highway #7 from Ottawa but this has to change 


1656 Thank you for your time 
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Jul 4 - 8 


Topline Summary Section 1 - Minimizing Harms of 
Use 


222000000000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Bá 


Response Chart Percentage unt 
A . . . 
As an individual 0.998 15090 
: : : r 
As a representative of a group or organization 4. 0.002 31 


Total Responses 15121 


III 


nder] Gender: 


ri 


Response Percentage Count 


CL] WWW OUSSIAGTOSTSSNBPI T AOM»HMOKCSAIP?EAAkKI/gWMmgmSEH4AB8S9HAÓAAty3y35 T2551 


Male | 


Female 0.224 3344 

Other 0.006 

Prefer not to say 0.013 190 
Total Responses 14957 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


A hati ? 
ge What Is your age: 
WI 


Ch C 
Under 18 0.018 263 
18-25 B 0.376 5634 
26-34 _ 0.39 5846 
35-44 0.137 2046 
45-54 0.045 668 


55-64 0.023 339 


SSS 


IKKKÇ 


SSS 


WS 
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A 
2 
65 or older 0.007 101 
Prefer not to say 0.006 90 
2 m : 
/ Total Responses 14987 
[Education|] What is the highest level of f | 
education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 
A 
Response Chart Percentage Count 
WI B A 
Elementary school or less 0.006 96 
Secondary school 0.098 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


Some post-secondary e 0.189 

College, vocational or trade school 0.276 
Undergraduate university program m 0.278 
|Graduate or professional university program E 0.139 
Prefer not to say 0.013 
| Total Responses 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
A 

Response Percentage 
ELLE RO 
Alberta 0.173 2587 
/ 
British Columbia 0.161 2409 
Manitoba 0.043 642 
/ 
New Brunswick 0.022 332 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0.016 246 
Northwest Territories 0.001 22 
Nova Scotia 0.039 590 
Nunavut 0.001 8 
Ontario 0.418 6263 


A 


2 000062 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


0.005 75 
0.072 1081 
0.034 503 
0.001 15 
0.014 212 
Total Responses 14985 


Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


IIQQKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKRRKKRRKKRRRRRRRRRR 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply). 


WA CLL VM HHH 


0.071 969 

0.013 
0.011 
0.06 
0.115 
0.004 59 
0.029 
0.138 
0.077 
0.213 
0.517 _ 7067 
0.166 2263 
0.091 1248 
Total Responses 13664 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes _ 
Other (please specify): m 


Prefer not to say 


tés What type of group/organization do you 
epresent? 


Ep! IB 


Response Chart Percentage 


VI 


3 000063 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 

ndigenous government or group 

Healthcare association or organization 

Academic or research organization 

Non- Governmental Organization or non-profit 

Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 


SSS 


Business or Industry 
Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


NANN 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


rA 


dé 


Alberta 

British Columbia 
Manitoba 

New Brunswick 


p 


Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 


Yukon 


NNN LL 


NNN 


SSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


RSS 


Total Responses 


Chart 


E 


= 


0.022 
0.022 
0.044 
0.044 
0.156 
0.111 


0.178 
0.133 
0.289 


167 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l'information. 


Ul åN NNP rS 


13 


45 


--—^——ÓÀ—ÓÀÓ—€À cL 


LB LB © © © NN ul 


000064 


Outside of Canada 


IG, 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


V DM MMM. 


There are 32 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 


LL LE LL LA LL LL V FEE EF LL ELL LEE LLL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LA 


13 


14 
15 


16 


17 


18 
19 


esponse 


MacaqueTV 
Canadian People 
band 

Ontario POJ 

Up! Cafe 

RCAF 

Pharmacy 

Rapid Fire Theatre Company 
Chronic Pain Toronto | 
Nig 

It's just me and my 


Farmer 
Stronghold Data Solutions Inc. 


SwimJet Inc 
try Brazilian Jiu-Jitsu 


The Conservative Party of 
Canada 


Cannabis Canada United 


42 
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20 The Real Barrie Cannabis Club 


21 Yukon Youth Team 

22 TEKSA 

23 Adults for autonomy 

24 Kelz Medical Services Corp 
25 Dr.kush foundation 

26 The Kootenay's Medicine Tree 
27 Eurofins Experchem 

28 Glacial.gold 

29 AWLDM 

30 Prefer not to say 
AA Epilepsy Support Centre 

32 Proof Cannabis Cures Cancer 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


BDD TOO 


Z 

| agree 806 

y 

Z 

_| do not agree 0.194 7 


2 


6 000066 


SK 


[MHU1] Do you believe that these measures are 
appropriate to achieve the overarching objectives to 
minimize harms, and in particular to protect children and 
youth? Are there other actions which the Government 
should consider enacting alongside these measures? 


36 


406 


1017 


Yes. However, | believe that the 
age of 18 should be set for the 
recreational use of marijuana (as 
it is for alcohol) but that the age 
restriction should be eliminated 
completely for prescribed 
(doctor prescribed) marijuana. 
In other words, if marijuana is 
needed to relieve pain or 
symptoms, then no age limit is 
needed. 


These measures are appropriate. 
The restriction of THC levels is a 
little concerning though. THC 
content labels (ie. Beer, wine, 
tequila all have different alcohol 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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1130 


4000 


4132 


Youth should not be granted 
access, more awareness should 
be taught in schools. But 
PROPER awareness not that 
D.A.R.E propaganda | was fed 
that taught me smoking a joint 
was the same as smoking crack 
and | would become an addict 
overnight. As soon as | tried pot 
and realized it was a lie | thought 
the government was lying about 
the harder drugs as well. 


Pot should be sold in licensed 
dispensaries and not the LCBO 
or any other government 
dispensary 


| believe these measures are 
reasonable. | believe that the 
hardest thing to enforce will be 
THC concentration. 

Yes | think that would be great 


Yes, | believe they are 
appropriate. However, | do not 
believe that restriction of 
substance deliverybis necessary, 
rather dosage size, packaging 
instructions, and dispensor 
education would be more 
appropriate. 


000068 


4156 


4258 


Yes and no. Limiting where 
marijuana can be sold will not 
protect children. More focus 
should be put on educating 
people, children included, about 
the effects of marijuana. Like the 
DARE program, but with actual 
facts and evidence. 


These are really well thought out 
measures andit's good to know 
that our government is taking 
the steps to make sure that 
legalization is done in a way that 
keeps everyone safe, while still 
providing people with legal 
marijuana. | think these laid out 
measures will achieve the goal 
of protecting children and youth, 
without being too controlling 
and running the risk of 
continuing black markets. | do 
not have any suggestions for 
other actions. 


000069 


4847 


hould be a 

cy of available 

his could lead to a 
ror stronger 

prime example being 
! sumption sky 

rocketing during alcohol 
prohibition. This could have long 
term negative consequences. 


10 


elease er tl 
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000070 


consume more. It s 
would be a regulation pt 


— ^S o be a 
it the 


11 


000071 


7180 


8188 


8416 


Je ne pense pas que la limite sur 
la possession est utile car elle 
sera difficile à faire respecter. 


Une restriction sur les endroits 
où la marijuana peut être 
consommée comme c'est le cas 
pour l'alcool ou le tabac est 
probablement de mise. 


dosages and modern p 
be available at non-prohibit 
prices. | do not want to see b: 


door banning by extremely hi 
prices for mediocre doses. 


| believe that these measures 
are appropriate and will be 


effective to reduce harm, as they 


have done with other legal 
substances (alcohol, tobacco). 


Yes, | think the measures are 
sufficient. 


12 


000072 


9314 


9668 


These measures seem 
appropriate and thorough. 
Looking at how other places 
implement strategies is a smart 
way to avoid potential and 
probably issues that arise. 


Yes, these are all great 
measures. | would think that the 
same restrictions that exist for 
alcohol should apply. It should 
be against the law to drive while 
under the influence of 
marijuana, asit is for alcohol. 
This should also help eliminate 
occurrences of people smoking it 
in their cars with minors present. 


13 


000073 


11400 


extra light varieties 
for example. Providing this 
information would allow 


, and poten 
_ À hat said, alcoholic - 
| ist their percentage 


liquor. Also age limit should be 
same as liquor. Also should 

make range of potency due to 
everyone's different tolerance. 


14 
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11716 As a mother of an ADHD child, | 
can tell you that when he hit the 
teens and started smoking mj it 
was found that it actually helped 
control the "snapping" in his 
brain. It evened out his thought 
processes and allowed him to 
actually think things through. | 
believe the age should be 18 
because of this factor. 
Otherwise, these measures will 


suffice. 
[MHU2] What are your views on the minimum age for 
purchasing and possessing marijuana? Should the minimum 
age be consistent across Canada, or is it acceptable that 
there be variation amongst provinces and territories? 
188 19 as with alcohol 
15 


000075 


comfortable witl 
age for marijuana being 
think that is the best age 
choose. | 


hol 


16 


000076 


2634 


3594 


4969 


| think by making the legal age 
21 it will prevent 18 year olds 
from buying and selling it to 
their high school peers. However 
| am not sure how right | am 
because we allow 18 year olds to 
drink alcohol and do not take 
this into consideration. 


The minimum age should be a 
provincial decision, but | believe 
it should be the same age (18- 
19) for alcohol and cigarettes. 
While yes, marijuana can have 
effects on an undeveloped brain, 
so can alcohol (which can cause 
fatal overdose, unlike 
marijuana). 


| believe that it should be 
consistent across the country. 
l've never understood the 
behind restricting at one age in 
one province versus another. 
People will just travel the short 
distance necessary for it to be 
legal anyways, so why 
encourage them to potentially 
or in this case smoke) and 


ould be consistent 


17 


000077 


5074 


5948 


6298 


18 years is a good minimum. 
This should be a decision made 
on the federal level. Provinces 
and territories should not be 
free to set the age. Not having a 
consistent age minimum will 
affect freedom of movement 
across the country and will be 
harder to enforce. 


My view is that a minimum age 
should be set by the provinces 
and territories as they do with 
alcohol. | would suggest that a 
model such as that for alcohol in 
many European countries could 
be adopted. l.e. a tiered system 
with higher potencies requiring a 
higher minimum age. 


| believe that marijuana is safer 
than alcohol and that the legal 
age of purchase and possession 
should therefore not be higher 
than alcohol. | think it would be 
acceptable for the age to be the 
same for both products. | think it 
is acceptable for the provinces 
to set their own age limits to 
match alcohol in that province. 


18 


000078 


8666 


9947 
10209 


10600 
11158 


tie it to age of majority. old 
enough to vote, old enough to 
smoke. 


vould be set by 


However, high CBD strains (low 
THC) of marijuana do not effect 
a person the same way. A 
person is not "high" or impaired 
by the effects of THC. So, how 
do we limit the age ol 
strains? Should it be acro 
board - all marijuana? I don't 
know if it's as black and whiti 


19 min age 

It should be consistent across 
the country; otherwise, you're 
going to have a hard time 
administering the minimum age 
in each jurisdiction appropriately 
as youth travel to the area with 
the lowest age and bring back 
vast amounts of drugs with 
them. 


19 


000079 


11458 


11911 


11960 


12270 


| believe the minimum age 
should be consistent among 
Canada (as should the minimum 
age for alcohol). The minimum 
age should align other policies 
ie. Alcohol age limit, and 
adulthood. 


Minimum age should be 19 like 
alcohol. 

| believe the minimum age 
should be consistent across 
Canada. 

The age should be consistent 
across Canada, but the value 
should be decided by people 
with the appropriate medical 
background. 


20 


000080 


12882 


L'âge minimal devrait être régie 
par une loi fédérale car peu 
importe la province habitée, les 
risques du cannabis sont les 
mêmes. Compte tenu des 
nombreuses études concernant 
l'effet des drogues sur le 
développement du cerveau, que 
l'âge d'apparition des troubles 
mentaux (qui sont aggravés par 
la consommation d'alcool et de 
drogue) se situe souvent vers les 
20 ans, je pense qu'il serait 
raisonnable de fixer l'âge 
minimal à la consommation à 21 
ans. 


21 
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Topline Summary Section 2 - Establishing Safe 
Responsible Production System 


222000000000 000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response 


As an individual 
As a representative of a group or organization 


III 


[Gender] Gender: 
Response 

Male 

Female 

Other 

Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[Age] What is your age? 


A 


Response 


WA LLALLA LLLA LLL LLALLA 


Under 18 
18-25 
26-34 
135-44 
45-54 


SSS 


SSSSSSS 


SK 


WA 
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Percentage Count 


N 


0.996 1802 
0.004 8 


Total Responses 


1762 


N 


412 


Total Responses 


Chart Percentage Count 


0.086 152 
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155-64 
65 or older 
‘Prefer not to say 


NI 


Total Responses 


IIIIGGKKK 


SW 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


Gee LLL DD DL 


Response Chart 


Pi, 
KA 

Elem hool or | 
Elementary school or less 


/ Y 
Secondary school _ 


Wy 


SSS 


Z 
/ 


Some post-secondary 


Z 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


"Graduate or professional university program 
Prefer not to say 


SSS 


SSSSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


BA 


Response Chart 


LEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE: 


Alberta 
British Columbia E 
Manitoba -— 


New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 

ova Scotia 


IIQQKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKRKKRKKKKR 


0.064 
0.017 
0.012 


Percentage 


J| LL 


0.003 
0.071 
0.154 
0.267 
0.288 
0.195 
0.023 


Percentage 


0.187 
0.182 
0.033 
0.018 
0.018 
0.003 
0.042 
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113 
30 
22 
1764 


Count 


Count 


[E 


330 
322 
59 
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[Nunavut 0.001 2 
Ontario 0.389 689 
Prince Edward Island 0.005 8 
Quebec 0.078 138 
Saskatchewan 0.036 64 
Yukon 0.002 3 
Outside of Canada E 0.006 11 
| Total Responses 1769 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


WB COGUU 


; Healthcare professional 


CELL 


TL 


Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes m 
Other (please specify): — 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS SK SSS SSIS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


NY 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


A 
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Response Chart Percentage Count 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0 0 
Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0 0 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.25 2 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.125 1 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry 0.375 3 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.125 1 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.125 1 
| Total Responses 8 

[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 

area of activity):) 

H Response 
WA 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 


together for a louder voice 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB á 


[MM UL ME@ RRQ RER RER 
7 í 

Alberta 0 0 
| SU 

y 7 

British Columbia BE 0.25 2 
7 4 

/ 7 

Manitoba L 0 0 
/ 

A E 

/New Brunswick 0 0 
a 


4 000085 


Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 

Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 

Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


2700000 0G OG 
C 
NO 
UT 


I ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKRKKKKRERKKKRKKRRKKRRRKRRRKRRRKRRRKRGRRRRRRRRRKRRRRRKRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR 


Total Responses 


eGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


rd 


8 [ | | | i i [ | 
CLL LLL LLL 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 0000000000 


S —————À——— 
| Syro Farms 
Canadian People 
Canadian People 
Ontario POJ 
Dispensary 

Up ! Cafe 

The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 


2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 


8 Canna Botanicals 


ooreoedcnj”crecdowocg oOo © 
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[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


A 


Z 5 en : 
| agree 1 8 

A 

Z 

_| do not agree f 0 0 

f 

/ 

Z 

| Total Responses 8 

2 


[ESRPS1] What are your views on the most appropriate 
production model? Which production model would best 
meet consumer demand while ensuring that public health 
and safety objectives are achievable? What level and type 
of regulation is needed for producers? 


222270002000 


# Response 


LEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EM EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EM EEE EE EEE EEE EME EE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EE EE EEE EEE EM EEE EEE EE EE EM EE EEE EEE EEE 


6 000087 


31 


48 


64 


it être encadrée 
le de la qualité 
(de THC...). Étant 

C présence de substance 
psychoactive, le consommateur 
devrait avoir accés à une fiche 
signalétique comme pour les 
produit pharmaceutique. 


Contróle gouvernemental du 
prix minimal. 


Private production, and home 
cultivation would be most 
appropriate and allow consumer 
demands to be met. 


Il serait approprié de faire affaire 
avec les producteurs de 
Marijuana thérapeutique 
actuelle, car nous sommes déjà 
au courant de la qualité de leur 
produit. Il suffirait de s'assurer 
que leurs procédures respectent 
les objectifs de santé et de 
sécurité émis par le 
gouvernement du Canada. 
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131 


158 


the idea of having a 
g system for private 


sector producers (not limited on 


estimated market size though). 
And, | think the producers 
should pay a fee (offset some of 
the cost of the program) 


A combination of personal home 
cultivation, licensed small and 
medium sized "craft" producers 
and large scale pharmaceutical 
grade (strictest regulation, 
largest volume, higher THC 
levels, higher concentrations of 
cannabinoids etc). 


It is entirely inappropriate to 
attempt to ban home 
cultivation. The Allard Decision 
of Feb 24 2016 declared it a 
charter right to grow your own 
"marijuana" (cannabis). The 
most appropriate action would 
be to limit the volume of 
product at each scale, exceed XX 
KG of this type of product and 
you need this type of license. 
Failure to comply would result in 
anything ranging from a warning 
to a significant fine. 


000089 


A mix of opt 

. purchase produc 
ideal. Encourage priv: 
competition and allo 
cultivation. 


000090 


licenses, the 
to occasional insp 
relevant authorities, and 


dst ychosis. 


10 


it 


000091 


510 


5 74 


| think the government should 
stop playing games over a plant 
and leave the regulation to the 
current commercial market. If 
those market controls are 
inadequate for Cannabis, they 
are inadequate for anything. 
Personal production use and 
sharing in none of the 
governments concern. 


corporate growers 
supplemented by 'artisnal' 
model growers. Some home 
growth also allowed 


11 


000092 


680 


812 
856 


921 


| think a similar model to the one 
currently in practice for the 
production of alcohol would 
meet both the demands for 
government oversight but also 
allow for market competition for 
pricing and strain choice. 
Individual business would have 
to apply for a license and meet 
certain standards. Currently 
illegal dispensaries are filling this 
demand. Is there no way to 
integrate them into the legal 
system? Provide a list of legal 
and medical requirements like 
age of sale and THC/CBD content 
of product of the product and 
the current dispensaries can 
either choose to accept or get 
out of the business. 


allow home cultivation 

Open all levels of productions, 
from current LP's to compassion 
clubs to small organic farmers at 
Farmer's Markets, INCLUDING 
EXTRACTS. Same as wine, beer 
and spirits. 


Follow Colorado. That seems 


12 


000093 


954 


1134 


1294 


1315 


Good production practices & 
Product packaging and labelling. 
| think marijuana sales should be 
similar to requirements of 
alcohol. 

For commercial production, 
something similar to tobacco 
growers would likely be 
appropriate. 

All producers should have to 
hold specific business licences 
within their jurisdictions. If 
making edibles they must have 
the same requirements as any 
other food producer and 
inspections as such to ensure 
food safety. | agree that controls 
on pesticides and relevant 
testing are also reasonable. Child- 
resistant packaging, content on 
potency, nutritional information 
for edibles, and ingredients for 
edibles is important on 
packaging. 


| think the model should allow 
for three tiers: The Licensed 
producers (The Budweiser and 
Molson's of cannabis), the craft 
growers, and personal growing. 


13 
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concentré. 
'rcial, mais aussi 
ateur devrais avoir 
5 le faire pousser 
minimum 6 plantes y comprit 
l'extérieur et il existe une 
technique de pousse qui est de 
faire beaucoup de petite 
tiges...60 à des centaines...et 
ca...sa devrais pas être 


droit consommation persc 


l i | d b i | 
MM 


esponse 


CL LL 


14 000095 


10 


une culture à domicile de 5 à 6 
plants maximum avec un permis 
nominatif du Gouvernement de 
cultiver délivré par la poste pour 
éviter les suspicions dans les 
petites villes et villages : ce 
voisin ou la secrétaire de mairie 
ou je ne sais quelle personne 
bavarde (dans le cas ou on aurait 
à prendre un permis à la Mairie) 
ne devraient pas avoir 
connaissance qu'untel ou untel 
cultive du pot...c'est pourquoi un 
permis en ligne, sur le web, 
(comme le permis bateau par 
exemple, serait très bien !) test 
de connaissances, engagement 
personnel, signature et on reçoit 
le permis (avec une brochure 
explicative des droits et devoirs) 
quelques jours plus tard par la 
poste, avec un coût de 20 S par 
plants souhaités; vous voulez 
cultiver 4 plants cet été ? : vous 
payez 80 S pour l'année; et ainsi 
de suite; 


15 
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48 


129 


Alcohol and tobacco are legal for 
individuals to produce without 
regulatory oversight, although 
there are (high) limits. Outdoor 
growing of marijuana in totally 
non-problematic. Indoor 
growing is involves more 
potentially problematic 
considerations. 

The consultation document 
should not allude to the 
problems imagined by the 
previous government, which 
have been shown in court to be 
unrealistic. If legal marijuana is 
sufficient in supply and 
reasonable in price, home 
growing will be a hobby activity. 
Large, illegal and unsafe 
production sites should be 
eliminated by legalisation. 
People growing legally, at home, 
will not be producing industrial- 
sized lots of product, and there 
will be correspondingly less risk 
to the public. Dangers of fire or 
mold are largely the result of 


One light only / no limit on 
plants/ you can only grow so 
many plants in a 10x10 area 
anyways/ needs an inspection 
and a fee of 150 per annum 


16 
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430 Home cultivation should be 
allowed just as alcohol to 
permitted to be made at home. 
There should be a limit to the 
number of plants allowed to 
prevent illegal grow operations 
and sales. More investigation 
would need to be done to 
determine the appropriate 
number of plants. 


614 People should be free to 


_ production to e 
commercial use. Trade o 
cannabis should be controlle 
prevent black market sales « 


17 000098 


1370 


1382 


1398 


A small number of personal 
plants should be legal to grow at 
home, the government should 
have no oversight in this except 
enforcing the number. If 
someone is caught with more 
than the personal amount they 
should be fined and inspected to 
see if they are street selling. 


Cannabis users should be 
allowed to grow up to 10 plants. 


| believe that home cultivation 
should be allowed only if the 
grower is licensed by the gov't 
and there are regulations put in 
place prohibiting private 
unregulated sale, with penalties 
similar to what we currently 
have if caught unlicensed or 
selling privately. 


18 


000099 


The people thathome = 
cultivation hurts are the cri 


19 


000100 


1449 


1470 


urrent prohibitions 
own to be a failure in this 
rd. Hobbyists will want to 
cultivate a few plants, and 
should be allowed this freedom. 
Regardless, it will happen 
anyway, as it always has. 


Home cultivation must be 
allowed in the new legalized 
system. Otherwise Canadian's 
will fight for our rights all the 
way to the supreme court till we 
win the right to home cultivate, 
costing millions in Canadian Tax 
revenue. Any more regulation on 
cannabis home production then 
there is on tobacco home 
production would be a gross 
waste of government spending 
to enforce. 


20 


000101 


1496 


Home cultivation is the bedrock 
of legalization. Just as 
individuals can make their own 
beer and wine, tax free as long 
asit is only for personal 
consumption, marijuana should 
be legal to grow for personal 
use. Legalization without this 
fundamental right is a sham and 
will fail. The legal market will 
take over the black market over 
time. It should do so on the 
basis of market and price 
competition not legal edict, 
regulatory enforcement, and a 
continued drug war. 


NO government oversight 
should be put in place for home 
cultivation. 

| see no problem with allowing 
home cultivation for personal 
use, though | also think it is 
sensible to limit the number of 
plants grown, particularly to 
limit non-licensed commercial 
cultivation. | am not certain 
what this limit should be, though 
4-6 plants per individual seems 
reasonable. 


21 


000102 


1588 


There should be alternative 
methods to the production 
model because not everyone can 
depend on dispensaries to meet 
their medicinal needs. Different 
strains of medical marijuana 
have different benefits and 
sometimes it can be hard to find 
the appropriate medical 
marijuana at the limited number 
of dispensaries. Not everyone 
has access to their medication 
due to location, disability and 
limited number of strains. 
Difficulties obtaining medical 
marijuana through legal 
channels can invoke people to 
seek other distribution methods; 
methods that may fund and fuel 
gangs. A solution to this problem 
would be to allow those holding 
medical marijuana cards to 
cultivate at home for personal 
medicinal use only. 


22 


000103 


1619 


1650 


1732 


[ESRPS3] Should a system of licensing or other fees be 


n should have a special 


demand, and it should have a 
similar basis that current home 
businesses have. 


People should be allowed to 
cultivate they're own cannabis. 
It is safer and better purposed 
for the individual to grow the 
strains that meet their needs. 


Adults should have the option to 
grow for themselves, in the 
same way that people can buy a 
home wine making kit or other 
small alcohol production kits. 


| | d d 
227000000000 00 0 EU 


H 


BB LL LL LL 


26 
66 


Response 
sure 
Definitely! 
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103 


136 


176 


225 


ip fees that would 
r the cultivation of up to 
nnabis plants would suffice. 


any licensing fees create a 
barrier for entry to newer 
suppliers. if we want an 
innovative, high quality market, 
we can't limit production to 
people who have enough money 
to bribe their way into business. 
taxes should be able to cover 
inspections - anything other than 
that is just a cash grab 


| do think a system of licensing 
should occur for anyone 
planning on growing or selling 
marijuana. Hopefully these 
licensing fees can help pay for 
government oversight, 
regulation, and quality control. 


Only at the commercial level. 


24 
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25 


000106 


435 ction, 
ispection & 
be 

For home growth 
mounts, no 

should be required. 
However, fines or criminal 
prosecution would be warranted 
for those who go over the home 
cultivation limits (depending on 
the nature of the offense; do 


they have one plant too many, 


or are they selling to childre 


722 Yes, it is fine to introduce a 
system of licensing as long as the 
fees are not so high as to 
prevent smaller scale producers 
from entering the market. 
Perhaps different tiers of 
licensing could be available 
depending upon the amount of 
marijuana being produced for 
commercial purposes. 


999 = [bel 


26 000107 


1060 Licensing should only be 
introduced if the product is to 
sold for profit or for any use that 
is not personal. If one wishes to 
plant seeds and grow a personal 
supply of marijuana | see no 
harm in them doing so at their 
own risk to themselves. Just as 
anyone can brew beer for 
themselves, one should be able 
to grow for themselves. 


not at an exorbita 
should also be availa 
online purchase and renewab 


online. There should be no 
more than 1 fee required for 
home cultivation. 


No, — 
1214 Yes, this would be ideal. 


1416 No more then would apply to a 
Micro Brewery. 


1451 
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1482 


1621 


[ESRPS4] The Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations 

(MMPR) set out rigorous requirements over the production, 
packaging, storage and distribution of marijuana. Are these 

types of requirements appropriate for the new system? Are 
there features that you would add, or remove? 


WWIIFEFEEREFEFEEREFEFEEREFEFEEREFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEREFEFEEREFEFEEPEFEFFEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEPEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEEEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEEEFEFEFEFFEFEFEEFEFEFEEFEFEEEEEFEEEEFEFEFEEFEFEFEEEEFEEEEEEFEFEEEEFEEEEEEFEFEEEEFEEEEEEFEFEFEEFEFEEEEFEFEFEEFEREEEFEREEEFEFEEEEFEFEEEFEREFEEFEFEFEEFTFEEHFI 


LOI IIIII IT. 


Response 


Growers apply to the municipal 
government for a permit to 
grow. The municipality charges a 
fee for said permit, the site is 
then inspected by the municipal 
inspectors for compliance of 
safety factors,wiring codes etc. 


No! Please do not drive up the 
price out of proportion. This will 
only encourage black market 
trade. Licensing should be 
affordable to any entreprenet 
that wishes to start a bushines 
in marijuana sales. 


S 


ra 


625 


ypes are reasonable. 
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information wo 


fashion to alcohol. 
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personal ust 
being grown i 
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664 


390 


1206 


A new system, using MMPR as 
its base and incorporating the 
newest science that we have 
available, should be created 
from the ground up specifically 
tailored in response to -- and to 
help support -- the specific 
system that we are building 
here, which is clearly going to be 
different from the other models 
in existence around the world. 


| would like to see products 
labelled for THC/CBA content 
along with the strain name and 
any chemicals that may have 
been sprayed on the plant. 


Distribution should be done in a 
similar manner to the current 
dispensary model seen in 
Vancouver where a store sells 
only marijuana products and the 
staff are knowledgeable about 
the product and can make 
trustworthy recommendations 
to customers. 


Not familiar with these 
regulations 


31 


000112 


Yes. Being 

being "ingested", 
treated as a food prodi 
have the same require 
safety. 
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000113 


120 


520 


Absolutely for dispensaries and 
any professional growers 
wishing to grow for commercial 
use. Medibles should be held to 
normal food safety standards. 
Cannabis should be available 
commercially in dispensaries 
where everything is held to high 
standards of production. 
Dispensaries should be held to 
typical work safety standards, as 
well as pharmacy health 
standards. Cannabis should also 
be available to sell to anyone 
over 19+. 


no opinion 
The MMPR was created on the 


backs of medical patients and 
should be shut down giver 
recent revelations that the : 
numbers advertised by LP's are 
completely misleading and 


false,. 


33 


000114 


604 


1306 


If the intent is to eliminate the 
black market, then these 
restrictions are far too 
restricting. If the intent is to 
protect children, then the age 
limit (18), health compliance and 
access should all be the priority 
focus. It would be a giant pity if 
this new industry fell victim to 
conglomerate corporations 
when it could potentially lead to 
the rebuilding of Canada's 
middle class -- if done right. 


The distribution portion shoul | 
be relaxed obviously controls are 
still required, but making it very 
difficult for people to get a hold | 
of it legally may cause them to 
seek illegal means tha’ 
tax revenue, and the pri 
could be dange 
what is in a street acquirec 
drug? Any legal requirements 

based on the THC content/safety 
should be 


No I think all Marijuana sold 
should have some form of 
regulation, as long as evolutions 
of the plant etc would be 
allowed to exist. 


34 


000115 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


583 


. *. . 
In the interim or the long-term 
. 


Response 
EZZLLL1222EEEEE>œ—EE>EE RRQ RRQ 
637 They should be encouraged to 
participate as commercial 
growers along with anyone else 


willing to work in that industry 


614 They should be able to retain 
their licenses, but the shouldn't 
be able to control the market for 
production. Clear practices 
should be defined to allow more 
producers. 


approved, they are free to sell 
recreationally as well. Similar to 
my vineyard example. 


714 They should still have the 
opportunity to grow under new 
licencing and regulations. 


35 000116 


341 


759 


PR produces 
d to maintain or 
wn their operation 


| hould be able to supply 
both sides of the coin provided 
they arent creating monopolies. 
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1104 


Existing licensed producers 
should continue to produce, and 
play an advisory role in 
determining what sort of things 
work well in the producer- 
government relation, and what 
things could be improved. As 
well, MMPR producers should 
continue to produce medical 
marijuana, which should be 
treated as a pharmaceutical drug 
and have more stringent quality 
and purity requirements. It 
would follow as well that 
medical marijuana would come 
from the producers holding 
medical marijuana production 
licenses, and for prescribed 
marijuana use, the prescriptions 
could only be filled with medical 
marijuana coming from medical 
marijuana producers 


37 


000118 


designed for m dical use 


On the other hand, they ma 
have a lot of difficult _ 


Ai h there is little 


47 . wed to 
al public 
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1408 


996 
425 


606 


They should be integrated as 
best as the new system allows. 
As long as they meet the new 
requirements after a decided X 
amount of months they should 
be able to keep doing business. 


sell weed 
Remove the licensing system, 
and allow them to compete with 
the new entrants to the market 
in a free and open market. 
Those that can compete will 
those that cannot will be 
replaced. 


These existing producers should 
face very large competition from 
new producers in a less 
regulated environment. 


Perhaps, the existing medical 
licensing can remain in place, 
while allowing sale of this MMPR 
product to the general public as 
well, as some individuals may be 
inclined to purchase ‘medical 
grade's products at a higher 
price. Mostly, the free market 
can sort it out. 


39 
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the black m 


I'm sure these are i 
| akeholde : 
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643 


1202 


ducers. | do not 
r situation should be 
rriding concern, however. 
| expect some amount of 
shakeup in the industry as a 
result of legalization, but this is 
no different than any other 


industry disruption. 


Existing producers should be 
allowed to continue with their 
business but should not be given 
any special treatment or 
exclusive privileges under a new 
system. There should be no 
monopolization of the market. 
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Topline Summary Section 3 - Designing Appropriate 
Distribution System 


rr UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response 
As an individual 
As a representative of a group or organization 


III 


[Gender] Gender: 


GH LLL EE eee de eee ee eed eee ee ez eee 


Total Responses 


0.993 
0.007 


Female 0.236 
Other 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[Age] What is your age? 


A 


Response 


WA LLALLA LLALLA 


E 


Under 18 
18-25 
26-34 
135-44 
45-54 


SSS 


SSSSSSS 


SK 


Total Responses 


Cha 


IE 


Percentage 


IA 


0.009 
0.228 
0.371 
0.223 
0.075 


Percentage 


Percentage 
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Count 
1592 
11 

1603 


Count 


N 


368 


1560 


Count 
14 
356 
580 
348 
118 
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N 


Z 
(55-64 0.068 106 
Z 
65 or older 0.013 21 
A au 
Prefer not to say _ 0.013 21 
Z 
/ Total Responses 1564 
LA 
[Ed tion] What is the highest | | of f | 
education that vou have completed to date? 
y p : 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage Count 
[i 1A 
Z 
Elementary school or less 0.005 8 


SSS 


Secondary school E 


A Z 
F 77 


Some post-secondary 


Z 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


"Graduate or professional university program 
Prefer not to say 


SSS 


SSSSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 1552 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


BA 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


LEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE: [E 


Alberta 0.186 291 
British Columbia e. 0.18 281 
Manitoba | 0.031 48 
New Brunswick 0.022 35 

Newfoundland and Labrador 0.013 21 
Northwest Territories 0.003 4 

| ova Scotia 0.038 60 
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[Nunavut 0.001 1 
Ontario 0.413 646 
Prince Edward Island 0.006 9 
Quebec 0.068 107 
Saskatchewan 0.035 55 
Yukon 0.001 1 
Outside of Canada E 0.003 5 
| Total Responses 1564 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


WB COGUU CULL 


; Healthcare professional 


UN 


Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 


Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSNSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


0.153 . 225 


Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 

Marijuana activist 0.099 45 ~~ 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 0.32 470 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes lL 0.519 763 

Other (please specify): _ 0.148 218 
Prefer not to say 0.09 132 

| Total Responses 1470 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


OOO O O LL LL 
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Response 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 


0 0 
0 0 
0.083 1 
0.083 1 
0.25 3 
0.333 4 

. 0.083 1 

] l -"— a 

Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.167 2 

A 

| 

/ : 

Z 

/ Total Responses 

. . . 
[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
LJ LJ 

area of activity):) 

H Response 

EEE E@@@ EAE LR 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 

together for a louder voice 
2 Large Family with similar values 
e . . . 
[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
. . 9 

organization based: 

BDD MM MMM MMM, 

Response Chart Percentage Count 

Z 

Alberta 0.083 1 

EM 

British Columbia D 0.333 A 


4 


A 
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Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


[7000 0O OD 


Total Responses 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSNNENT 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


y 


There are 12 response(s) to this question. 


222700707000 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 


+ € SPONSE — 

1 CFBA - 
www.cannabizassociation.ca 

2 Ontario POJ 

3 Vapelated Vapor Lounge 

4 Up! Cafe 

5 The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 

6 Kelz Medical Services Corp 

8 National Cannabis Assembly of 
Canada 

9 
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10 
11 
12 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


GMT 


Response 


À c D ELLE -— 
7 


| agree 
| do not agree 


III 


[DADS1] Which distributi del kes th t 
and why: 
sca LE. a A A 


H 


Eye Highs Creative Inc. 


Canna Botanicals 


Tantalus Pharmaceuticals LTD 


Chart 


Total Responses 


Response 


Percentage 


Count 
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CL EEE 


0.917 
0.083 


CZZZZZZLLLLLŒ]]]ŒŒ RRQ 


65 


Storefronts, plus mail. 


11 
1 
12 
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This a 
home scena 


Apartments, Con 
Dormitories) where o 


000130 


658 


Considering the current systems 
in place for distribution of 
alcohol and tobacco, two models 
already exist across Canada for 
distribution of regulated 
substances. These models have 
shown that they are able to 
successfully distribute products 
while ensuring that sale is 
restricted to those who are 
above the legal age for 
consumption of the product. 
Given that the majority of 
scientific peer reviewed health 
studies reveal that the harms of 
cannabis consumption are in line 
or less than the harms of 
consuming alcohol and tobacco 
and given the decades of 
experience with these models, 
there is no logical reason to 
create a new, separate model 
for cannabis distribution. Using a 
model that is familiar to both 
potential consumers, law 
enforcement, and regulators 
would make for an efficient and 


000131 


722 


849 


196 


652 


Vente au comptoir. Cela 
permettrait un canal de 
distribution clair. Des contrôles 
et une réglementation seraient 
mis en place (cartage des jeunes, 
audits) ppur éviter la vente à des 
mineurs et les sources illégales. 


Storefronts. Through the mail 
should be an option, but 
storefronts are more convenient 
for instant purchasing. 


An open market like the one 
currently in place for tobacco is 
the best option as it will ensure 
the creation of small businesses 
that create new jobs. 


No LCBO or MLCC etc.People 

don't want to shop along side 
alcohol. They are different, so 
treat them different. 


000132 


line with each province 
interests. 


Phased withdrawal n would be a 
place to start, but Storefronts 
are the best model. Don't 
combine it with alcohol. 


cities of differen 
opinion that both storefro ts 
and mail-order systems would 
be | to ensure that 

nts don't seek 


as for marijuana. 
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239 : most 
fer the 

t quality, and 

of products. As 
ow consumers to 

he product they are 
purchasing. LPs do not work. 
They cannot handle the demand, 
and do not offer the best 
service. Medical patients are 
overwhelming in favor of 
dispensaries, please listen to 


them. 

914 : Mail order (LP model) or 
regulated storefront - like the 
LCBO. 

1504 Controlled storefronts like liquor 


control boards make the most 
sense. Through the mail seems 
impractical on the large scale. 


11 000134 


526 


| am a firm believer in local 
choice. Canada is a diverse 
country and a solution that 
works for Ontario might not 
work for PEI, and it should not 
be pushed on to them just 
because Ontario has a larger 
population. 


| think the local choice option 
provides provinces with the 


ability to tailor their distribution. 


Ontario has the infrastructure to 
sell through the LCBO for 
example, but Quebec might 
prefer a licensed store model. | 
think this should be decided by 
the provincial government, in 
the same way as alcohol and 
tobacco. 


12 
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950 


| would prefer dispensaries that 
are licensed by the government. 
These would not be government 
owned, but would be 
government regulated facilities 
that are privately owned. | feel 
that this model allows for 
specialized training regarding 
proper product knowledge that 
would not necessarily be 
possible if the product was sold 
at liquor stores. It also allows for 
the emergence of fair pricing 
and consumption choices for 
consumers. By selling at 
dispensaries there is also no 
cross-product mix of alcohol and 
cannabis sales. Mixing the two 
has the potential to create 
greater misuse by people and 
defeat the main issue of public 
Safety. 


13 
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is already the 

a plant. We alrea 
good job of distributin 
so cannabis can be a p 
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regulated ar 


different than these 
"dispensaries", excep 
would be req 
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839 


| " that this | 


à 


the ages of 14- 46 and | 
children of a lot of the: 
individuals are at th t, 


it stands today is 


16 
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409 


tf e most 

an be licensed, 

d audited to ensure 
With regulations. 
nedical mail system could 
continue as itis. It is important 
to keep the recreational and 
medical distributions completely 
separate. Advice given to users, 
taxes that should be applied, etc. 
are all very different for medical 
vs. recreational users. 


[DADS2] To what extent is variation across provinces and 
territories in terms of distribution models acceptable? 


Resp 

All provinces should be the 
same. | do agree with linking the 
legal age for recreational with 
the provinces age to drink 


alcohol. 
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983 ny 
e ideal to 
pproach 
s unlikey in our 
1119 ould all be the same 


1182 | don't like province to province 
regulations - make it a Canada 
wide standard. 

432 Very. Each province can choose 

what they wish. 

| think provincial differen 


should be avoided. See pr: 
answer. 
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312 


1194 


| do not think there should be 
variation across provinces. It will 
create an othering between 
provinces and clearly separate 
the people who need access 
from the people who wish to 
deny that access. For instance 
the culture difference between 
BC and Alberta will only be made 
worse if both provinces are able 
to decide on how distribution 
should be done. This separation 
will create an unsafe 
atmosphere for people of 
opposing views vs giving both a 
standard option that feels safe 
and normal. 


| don't think variation across 
provinces is acceptable. 
Marijuana use is a national issue 
and changes should be made 
and implemented nation-wide. 
Small differences such as age 
restrictions and sales tax are 
likely to be expected, but why 
order through the mail in 
Ottawa if you can drive across 
the river to Quebec to purchase 
in a store? 
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79 
497 
287 ~ ~ uec licensed 
y establishments only, no 
_ | variation by province. = 
612 In the short term, the current 


mail system works well. In the 
long term a provincial model of 
distribution could be adopted. 


If the Federal Gov't wants to 


to have a say. UC 
takes a Liquor S 
Control Com 


then | want all provinces to have 
that model. 


353 t is accepta ble. 
| n't see any reason 
680 7 | think BC is doing the best job at 
it 
20 
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885 


752 


1023 
743 


1321 


ore or less 
avoid the issues we 


consumer friendly distribution 
channel it would only force 
consumers to be 
inconvenienced. 


| personally think it should be 
Canada wide.. both mail system 
and dispensary. Allow the 
consumer to decide how they 
wish to purchase. Although, if 
dispensaries are allowed to mail 
out products, that could 
probably do the proverbial kill 
two birds with one stone. 


Provincial input okay 

Doesn't bother me if each 
province models pot, after their 
liquor/tobacco laws. 

Read above 
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[DADS3] Are there other models worthy of consideration? 


020000000000 000 OO 


p 

A E —À 9 BHÉsponse — sss 

544 Just to reiterate, the model that 
should be considered for 
distribution is that of retail 
dispensaries and mail order 
services working in tandem. No 


other model is realistic. 


Finished cannabis products 
should be sold in the same 
manner and at the same place 
as cigarettes. Every gas station 

corner store etc. | 


22 000145 


effectively handled in t 


settings, and should be | 


sufficient. 


The model « 
Wine in groce 
tobacco in 


23 
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130 


320 


560 


| believe that like mentioned in 
the document, cafes and other 
"permitted" locations sort of like 
alcohol in bars or smoking 
tobacco on patios, is another 
option to be included with 
legalization. Just keeping it in 
adult locations that way it's 
being regulated but not readily 
availableto minors. 


st 


medicinal purposes. __ 
Bien-sür suivre de prés la 
situation dans tous les modèle 
deja en place dans le monde de | 
manière à y déceler des 
pratiques exemplaires et des 
impasses imprévues. 


the children, etc) a model 
offering as much choice as 
possible is the only option that 
will survive a charter challenge. 


I'm sure that there are but | like 
the storefront model, ideally any 
retailer or service business 
should be able to apply for a 
license to sell weed. 
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871 


380 


olic's throat. Allow 
to make quality 
r the public. 


Allowing the sale of marijuana in 
existing liquor stores or similar 
establishments would keep 
children from being exposed 
without the need to build 
dedicated stores. 


A combined model of mail-order 
and store front. 
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260 


896 


No, but a model that embraces 
competition is one i feel most 
likely to succeed. In addition to 
law enforcement taking action 
against illegal sources, the best 
way to combat it is to make it as 
competitive as possible, and 
emphasizing it as a safer option, 
and advertise that marijuana as 
a taxable substance goes to 
providing funds for all aspects of 
our society and infrastructure. 


A very rigid, high-cost model 
would not work the most 
effectively because it would 
encourage some people to seek 
lower cost and likely illegal 
alternatives. The ability to be 
competitive is important! 


Again it is a provincial decision. 
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34 


613 


694 


As for medicinal Cannabis 
patients in a recreational market 
this is close to my heart. 


| would like to see a card or an 
indicator on my health card (like 
organ donors) or something like 
this for Medicinal Cannabis 
patients. | believe that it should 
be used at dispensaries or 
vineyard type grows for a tax 
exemption and for the ability to 
purchase a larger amount than 
non medicinal users. 


This may sound like someone 
just trying to be able to buy 
more and get it cheaper. Please 
let me give some context. 

| am a Multiple Sclerosis patient. 
| have been prescribed Hydro- 
Morphone, Morphine, 
Oxycontin, Anti-seizure 
medication, Cancer medication, 
synthetic THC in tablet form 
(which | had a terrible reaction 
to) all of which did not improve 


| don't think anyone should be 
allowed to deliver. It would be 
too dangerous for the delivery 
person. 

National Wheat Board and 
farmer Co-ops 
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122 


Personal growth. Can't stress 
this enough. Disabled and sick 
people needing medication and 
who don't work really can't 
afford current prices of pot. 
Their quality of life would be 
greatly improved if they could 
save that cost and grow their 
own medicine cheaply. There is 
no safety risk or liability or 
recalls that can happen this way! 
It NEEDS to be a part of 
legalization even if personal 
growth is regulated somehow. 


I'd imagine something like how 
they do it in the states 
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604 


If establishing regulations for a 
new network of licensed, private 
marijuana stores (dispensaries) 
seems too challenging, selling 
marijuana in the current 
provincial liquor stores would be 
an excellent fallback. Any 
concerns about the risks of 
combining the two drugs seem 
silly -- people will not be 
discouraged from taking two 
recreational drugs together just 
because they come from two 
different places. In fact, if 
marijuana is sold in liquor stores, 
that would provide one central 
location for educating people 
about any risks. 


Using the existing liquor sales 
channels has a lot of advantages, 
in that it could make use of 
existing infrastructure for selling 
a controlled recreational 
substance. It might also help 
from a tax collection standpoint. 
The main drawback | see is the 
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Topline Summary Section 4 - Enforcing Public Safety 
and Protection 


222000000000 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


mms“ Y 
2 . . œ 
As an individual : 0.995 
A 
2 Z 
y ; : . 7 
KA 
As a representative of a group or organization A 0.005 6 
/ 
A 
2 
| Total Responses 1196 
2 

Gender] Gender: 

. 

WI 
oo CO O CCO CO CO CO O CO O CO CO O CO CO CO CCO CO CO C CO CCO O CO CC O CCO CC CO C O CO C CO CCO CO CO O CO O CO O CO O COO CO CO CO O OO O O OO O O OO OO O O CO O OO CO O CO OO CO OO CO OO O O O CO O CO OOO CO COO COO C COCO COCO CO O CO COOCOO COO COCO COCO CO CO COCO CO COCO COCO CO COCO COCO CO CO CO CO CO CO CO CO CO COCO CO CO CO CCO CO CO O CO C CO CO CO CO CO CO CO CO CO CO O CO O COLOCO 


Prefer not to say 


ÁN 


[Age] What is your age? 


A 


Response 


WA LLALLA LLLA LLL LLALLA 


Under 18 
18-25 
26-34 
135-44 
45-54 


SSS 


SSSSSSS 


SK 


Total Responses 


Ch 


CCC. C C C. C C.C @E @ZLE!!@!EE@!@!@®@Z 


Percentage 


OCCU OCG OUUU a 


0.008 
0.195 
0.366 
0.243 
0.081 


1159 


Count 


000153 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


N 


a 
155-64 0.075 88 
Z 
À 
65 or older 0.018 21 
Z es 
Prefer not to say ux: 0.014 16 
/ 
/ Total Responses 1167 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of formal 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p r 

A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ne MEM MEME MM MM MM MM MM MM MM M EM M MEME. LD] 
Z 

Elementary school or less 0.003 4 

Z 

Secondary school E 0.062 72 
Some post-secondary e 0.15 


SSS 


‘College, vocational or trade school 0.257 297 


Undergraduate university program m 0.296 

Graduate or professional university program 0.208 241 

Z 

Prefer not to say 0.023 

A 

| Total Responses 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
WEE J| LR RO 
Alberta 0.182 212 

A 3 

British Columbia p 0.173 202 

| Manitoba E 0.033 39 

DA 

New Brunswick 0.02 23 

A 

Newfoundland and Labrador 0.016 19 
Northwest Territories 0.003 4 

| ova Scotia 0.038 44 
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[Nunavut 0 

Ontario 0.428 
Prince Edward Island 0.003 
Quebec 0.068 
Saskatchewan 0.029 
Yukon 0.001 
Outside of Canada E 0.004 
| Total Responses 

[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 
Response Chart Percentage 


WB URG 


; Healthcare professional 


Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes DS 0.506 
Other (please specify): s 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS SK SSS SSIS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


NY 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


A 


ELLE 
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{Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0 0 
Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0.333 2 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit e 0.167 1 
[Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income | 0 0 
|from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry 0.167 1 
Activist organization/lobby group 0 0 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.333 2 


/ Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


MM EST SE ES EST SE ES ES ES ES TS SE ES TS ET ES TS TE ES TITLE TL TS ET TL TS ET EL TS ET ES TS ET TS TS ES ES TS ES ES TS ET EL TS ET ES TS ES ES TS ET TS TS TT TS TS ES TS IST SES IST TES EST TE TS TS TT TS TS TT TS TS TT TS TS ET TS TS ET TS TS TE TS TITI TS TITI TS TITI TS TS TE TS TS LIT TS TITI TS TS TITI TI TITI TITI ES TITI TL TL 


LLL EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EE EEE EEE EEL 


2 10 individuals in a social club 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Gee LLL EE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE: 


aaa a aaa aaa TT TTA 
Alb 

Alberta 0 0 
y 

y 

A . . bi 

British Columbia 0.167 1 
Z 

y 

Z 

Manitoba 0 0 
2 


A 
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New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


eh: OG OG 0G Of oO 
D 
O 
- 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSSSSSSRSSSSRSSSSSSSSSRSSSSSSSSSRSSSSRSSSSRSSSSSSSSSRSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


Total Responses 


meGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


CELL Lede eee eee eed 


There are 6 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 


222222000000 


# Response 


1 Canadian People 
auotsun 

Ontario POJ 

Cannabis Incorporated 
C&B Group 


Canna Botanicals 


HM UI BR W 


9Poerddaor oon oO © 
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[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


A 


Response Chart 


F 


| agree 1 
p 
| do not agree 0 0 
Z 
| Total Responses 6 
[EPSP1] How should governments approach designing laws 

that will reduce, eliminate and punish those who operate 

outside the boundaries of the new legal system for 

marijuana? 

# Response 

ELLE] RER RRQ 

437 Treat it the same way illegal 


alcohol or tobacco is handled. 


683 Unsure 


6 000158 


592 The laws for operating impaired 
under the influence should be 
just as strict as alcohol usage. In 
fact, both of them should 
probably be a bit harsher than 
they already are. 


-— Follow the liquor laws. 


528 same enforcement as if you 


were taking other prescription 
drugs for pain ? driving on pain 
killers ? if i take as medicine 
based on some rules i could 
never drive ? as my dally dosage 
is 3 grams 


Fines 
Fines for minor offenses 


Large fines and/or jai 
those who drive ut 
influence of Mar 
involved in the 


not be tolerated at all. Fines 
Duld be based on the amount. 


000159 


467 


at it a seriously as 

a enforcement. 
183 One set of laws across the 
country. More funding...but not 
from the taxpayer, but license 
fees...oops this makes the 
program cost prohibitive. 


000160 


501 


censing/shuttering 
-similar to how _ 


to repre: 
‘another cost of d [ 
while recognizing that, fro 
time to time, regulations ma 
contravened in non-commer 
circumstances where suck 


disproportion 
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927 


339 


102 


ducers who sell 
r engage in cross 
icking should face 

J loss of licences / 
fiscation of property 


possibly, however jail time 
should be restricted to gross 
violators with repeat offences. 


The governement should 
provide a way for current black 
market sellers / growers to 
respect the laws. 

The current criminal 
involvement surrounding 
cannabis exists purely because it 
is illegal. Legalization of the 
substance combined with sale of 
it at a price point that equals or 
undercuts the current black 
market will almost completely 
eliminate the criminal element. 
The approach to laws should be 
similar to those governing 
tobacco. Again, under a 
reasonable legal framework, 
illegal trafficking would be nearly 
eliminated. 


10 


000162 


770 


668 


929 


| think the laws should be 
structured around ones dealing 
with bootleggers and 
moonshiners; other individuals 
who yse illegal means to to sell 
an otherwise legal product 
outside of the established 
framework. 


In order to really keep it out of 
the hands of criminals is to make 
the laws tougher and stiffer 
penalties to those who traffic 
and produce outside of the 
frame work. The laws will deter 
the growers and distribution 
networks from carrying on if 
they feel like the risk is not 
worth the reward. The only way 
to make that happen is to 
increase the risk therfore making 
the laws a lot tougher for 
trafficking and producing outside 
the frame work. 


The government should use a 
harm reduction strategy. Law 
which cause more harm than the 
orrenxes they aim to regulate 
are not useful 


11 
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adults 


12 
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So, strengthen the laws 
want, if vou think it mak 
more palatable to swallo 
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[EPSP2] What specific tools, training and guidelines will be 
most effective in supporting enforcement measures to 
protect public health and safety, particularly for impaired 


CZ EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EE EEE EE EE EM EE EEE EEE EE EM EE EEE EEE EEE EE EME EM EEE EEE EEE EE EE EEE EE EE EEE EEE EE EM EE EEE EM EE EE EEE EEE EME EEE EE EEE EEX 


is impaired. If they are showing 
signs develop a breathalyzer... 
Less dangerous then alcoholics 
so l'm not sure why this is so 
hard to legalize. 


618 campagne de publicité 

| Put some of the money you 
would be pouring into the pig 
trough for drug enforcement 
into scientific research on way 
to detect marijuana intoxication. 
From the sties that I've seen, 
there should be ample funds for 


such research. 
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100 


698 


the not-for-profit 
aise awareness ofthe 
ment consequences and 

and coordinate cam paigns, 
like the Mothers Against Drunk 
Driving, Partnership for Drug 
Free Canada etc. 


This is the one instance where 
alcohol can take the lead, and 
while | believe the difference in 
levels of impairment between 
alcohol and marijuana are not 
comparable, we can still take the 
social high ground and consider 
them both as DUI. We will need 
new detection methodology, 
and education, but we did this 
with alcohol, and while the exact 
nature of rules regarding 
impairment by marijuana remain 
to be seen, we can all agree that 
we need them. 


Recognizing the signs of 
marijuana intoxication. 
Educating people that driving 
while high is just as dangerous as 
driving while drunk. 
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r 


must wait a 


before drivin; 


that needs to be look 


more specifically. 
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502 


The first thing the government 
should do is some scientific 
studies on the effects of 
marijuana on drivers. CNN did a 
drivers test with a police officer 
(trained in drug recognition) and 
that showed a much lessor 
effect on drivers than alcohol for 
example (available on youtube) 
and that was after immediate 
consumption. Its important to 
"keep it real" and actually 
address the levels of THC that do 
raise the safety bar on the roads 
and what the half-life is when 
the effects wear off. People 
drive with a number of medically 
available drugs in their systems; 
therefore, you need to know 
what the actual affect on drivers 
is before tools can be chosen. 


17 


000169 


672 


394 


664 


770 


Education and awareness is key. 


Check stops are useful, albeit, 
technology for detection needs 
to be accurate. Furthermore, 
levels of what constitutes 
impairment should be carefully 
researched. 


Have the officers engage with 
the activists, let them 
understand the severity of their 
actions. 

Data related to marijuana- 
impaired driving is not concrete, 
and there is no scientific 
consensus -- this must be taken 
into account. We cannot 
continue putting people in jail 
for a victimless crime. 


Need to smoke some or eat to 
understand the effects before 
making a judgement call. Police 
are not the judge and jury. 
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597 


548 


684 


the roads at the 
moment. Testing would be very 
difficult. Unsure on this one. 


Real, science based analysis for 
impaired driving would make 
sense if it can be established. 
Current detection methods used 
commonly by employers (ie. 
urinary analysis) are not 
appropriate for this type of 
scenario. 


Fund research that contributed _ 
to the development of a 
breathalizer machine thi 


Impaired driving laws already 
exist, no new laws should be 
created with regards to 
cannabis. 
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464 No need for tools some high 
rank police officers that | know 
do have brothers, sisters, 
mothers and fathers, nieces, 
nephews, cousins etc... who 
smoke and sell pot and more..., 
we see this in a small Northern 
Town, if they smell booze and 
cannabis, get him, do your 
impaired test kit BUT Cannabis 
alone has no side-drunken 
feelings AT ALL but DON'T MIX IT 
WITH BOOZE! Alcohol KILLS NOT 
CANNABIS DO YOUR RESEARCH 


ON CANNABIS. 
[EPSP3] Should consumption of marijuana be allowed in any 
publicly-accessible spaces outside the home? Under what 
conditions and circumstances? 
esponse 


CLEP 


20 000172 


728 


354 


Marijuana should be permited in 
restricted areas similar to bars 
patios or "beer gardens". If 
marijuana is to be consumed in 
public. similar controls over 
limits of consumption need to be 
in place. If establishments are 
able to limit people from over- 
using in a similar way to alcohol 
there will be less problems. 


(schools, public pools etc.), n 
smoking within X-number of 


| think treating it like alcohol 
would be reasonable. 


21 
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1042 


| think it's important to provide 
some choice in publicly- 
accessible consumption places 
(vape lounges, clubs, pot cafes) 
for three reasons: 


1. It will help to limit outdoor 
public use (e.g. parks, on streets) 
2. It will keep it visible among 
adults only. 

3. It will reduce use in cars and 
help to minimize impaired 
driving. 


Keep in mind that many renters 
have smoke-free clauses in their 
rental agreements, and 
condo/strata corporations can 
make entire buildings smoke- 
free. Without a place to go, 
people will go for a drive or go 
to a park to consume marijuana - 
both scenarios we want to 

avoid. 
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35 


| les ought to 

me food standards 
r edible product, 
being clearly labelled 
as psychoactive. Lounges that 
allow vaporizing of marijuana 
ought to also be allowed. 


1072 | believe there should be 
regulated areas where it is legal 
such as lounges, clubs and bars 
that tailor to marijuana users. 
Passing inspections and having 
Licences like any other 
establishment is what will work 
here. This idea could also bring 
in tons of new jobs and tourism 
throughout Canada. 


outside, in well ventilated areas, 
in bars with designated smoking 
sections. 


23 000175 


ons 
mariju 

(driving, operatir 
law enforcement, e 
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way to pre 


smokin 


commonplace. 
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544 


Consumption should not be 
limited to the home. This is 
completely unrealistic and 
serves no purpose. It is 
reasonable to prohibit smoking 
(of anything, marijuana 
included) in closed public spaces 
as smoke has known health 
harms. It is reasonable to 
regulate vaping in public spaces 
as vapour may bother others 
and whether it has significant 
health harms is not known. 
Where the consumption of 
marijuana does not affect 
anyone else (e.g., the 
consumption of marijuana 
edibles), there is no basis for 
prohibiting consumption in 
public spaces. There may be 
some basis to regulate public 
spaces that sell marijuana for 
consumption on the premises 
(e.g., cafes) in order to 
discourage impaired driving and 
ensure that sales are to adults. 
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946 


551 


Yes, marijuana should be 
allowed in publicly-accessible 
spaces. This should be treated 
like smoking tobacco in terms of 
regulation and enforcement. No 
consumption in schools or near 
playgrounds. | would be nearly 
impossible to regulate the 
consumption of ingesting a THC- 
laced cookie or even smoking a 
neatly-rolled marijuana cigarette 
on the sidewalk. Accept that 
people will consume marijuana 
publicly and work to ensure 
public safety within that 
framework. 


Vape lounges, private homes, 
private parties. Much the same 
as alcohol laws. 


Treated similar to tobacco with 
respect to acceptable areas of 
consumption 

anyone should be able to smoke 
it anywhere outside 


27 
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202 


Why? Smokers aren't allowed to 
smoke in buildings and, in many 
instances, within 'x' amount of 
meters or doorways or 
sometime even within grounds 
of certain areas. So, why would 
marijuana users be given special 
considerations? Seems like a 
rather idiot consideration, if the 
government is attempting to 
protect the youth from 
exposure. 


current rules set out for 
consumption can apply. 


Keep it in the home or ir | 
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Topline Summary Section 5 - Accessing Marijuana 
for Medical Purposes 


222000000000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Count 
2438 


Percentage 
0.993 


Response 
As an individual 


2 
/ T » 
A 
As a representative of a group or organization A 0.007 18 
Z 
À 
| Total Responses 2456 
2 
[Gender] Gender: 
. 
WI 
Male 0.718 : 
[ 
Female | 0.253 607 
Other c 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


A hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

A 

WE J| PPP A 


Under 18 0.015 35 

18-25 Bp 0.247 595 
26-34 _ 0.281 678 
[35-44 0.201 485 
45-54 0.12 290 
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155-64 
65 or older 
‘Prefer not to say 


NI 


Total Responses 


IIIIGGKKK 


SW 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


Gee LLL DD DL 


Response Chart 


ELLE RER 


Elementary school or less 
Secondary school | 


A Z 
F 77 


Some post-secondary 


Z 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


"Graduate or professional university program 
Prefer not to say 


SSS 


SSSSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


BA 


Alberta 

British Columbia 

Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 


ova Scotia 


IIQQKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKRKKRKKKKR 


0.096 
0.025 
0.014 


Percentage 


1A 


0.005 
0.118 


0.169 


0.327 
0.198 
0.146 
0.036 


Percentage 


0.16 

0.242 
0.034 
0.022 
0.013 
0.002 
0.05 
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232 
61 
34 
2410 


Count 
13 


285 


788 


353 


Count 


CEE 


386 
584 
82 
53 
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Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


IQ, 


,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


Total Responses 


WI 


Response 
; Healthcare professional 
Law enforcement professional 
Lawyer 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSNSS 


SSS 


A 


Researcher or academic 


SSSSSSS 


Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


SSS 


‘Marijuana activist 


SSSSSSS 


NY 


Other (please specify): 
Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 


represent? 


WB OOG COGUU 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 


‘User of marijuana for medical purposes 
‘User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 


Chart 


Total Responses 


OOO O O LL LL 


Percentage 
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Response Percentage Count 
os more a ti us nant 
_Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0.045 1 
Healthcare association or organization _ 0.091 2 
Academic or research organization 0.045 1 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit e 0.182 4 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.136 3 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 
Business or Industry 0.136 3 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.136 3 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.227 5 
, Total Responses 22 
[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 

area of activity):) 

H Response 

BOOG OOOO OGOOGO @@@CAT™@qMCM@[|M#@"€"™qCquMMt@|@—_"@M{C"m@md>‘ea@aMC"AM"qat@am€@[@m{qa@m@ea@aa@Maq@mM["¢é>©j@|@M™"C[@aqM@"aq@@M[@M@—qa>=—MaetMMmaem@a{@@M|MM"UMHurjpi(@dtMrMM@uecnXtMMCMCeaqQ([oe] oejrfl]'—Ze&MM@c«mM@MUjlieilMlCMeac@@@@MTHUEAaue OGG O GO OOOO OOOO OOOO O OOOO OOOO 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 


together for a louder voice 
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2 MMAR license holder 
(designated person production 
license) who spent tens of 
thousands applying for MMPR 
license, built a facility to MMPR 
standards, just to repeatedly 
have application disapproved 
based on not meeting standards, 
even though we had lawyers and 
consultants who reviewed the 
application and said was 
adequate. 


A group of people and friends 


Canadian association of social 


workers 
Spiritual 
e. e e e 
[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
e e 9 

organization based: 

WI 

Response Chart Percentage 


CLE 


[t duds 
Z 


Alberta 9d £ 
British Columbia E 0.35 d 
| Manitoba | uu l 
New Brunswick 0 : 
[Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
Northwest Territories 0 ` 
Nova Scotia g : 
‘Nunavut : Á 


WS 
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4 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan - 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNN 


SSSI 


X 


o 

© 

Ui 
ÓDOonnmH o 


E 


Total Responses 20 


SKK 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


C7 DD ECEEEEEEEEEEEElzlz08; 


1 8 | | i i [ | 
OL ELLE LITTLE LIT TT TITI TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL FETTE FETTE TT TTL TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TT TT TT LIST ETT TT TT TITI TT TT TT TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TSI TT TITI TT IST ST IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT ITS TITI IST IT IIS TITI IS TITI IS TITI TITI ET TS 


# Response 

- Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society (B.C. registered - 
operating nationally) 


Canadian National Medical 


3 - Canadian People 

Ontario POJ 

Practitioners for Medicinal 
Cannabis. 

6 Cannabis Incorporated 
7 Canna Naturals 

8 CAMCD 
9 


Ul 


12 | Natural Order Health Services 
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13 


14 

15 Nnia 

16 Church of the Universe 

17 Foundation of Cannabis Unified 
Standards 

18 The Saakatchewan Medical 


Cannabis Association 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


Gee LEE EEE EEE EM eee’ eee ee eee zee 


dé 7 | 
Z 

p 

| agree 0.9 18 
A 

2 Z 

Z Z 

/ | 

| do not agree | 0.1 2 

p 

Z 

/ Total Responses 20 
Z 
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[AMMP1] What factors should the government consider in 
determining if appropriate access to medically authorized 
persons is provided once a system for legal access to 


 -—————————— À— án erP C "— 

910 | think that dispensaries should 
still be in operation for the 
medical users. That a letter from 
a specialist should okay the ones 
needing it for medical use, that 
are under the legal age(granting 
the parent a card resembling an 
i.d. card to access the product in 
a dispensary). | also think that 
there should be a slight price 
reduction for those on disability 
(decided by Province) due to the 
need for the substance, but low 
income.Perhaps showing a 
disability medical benefits card 
to gain that discount? Or 
perhaps have a certain fixed 
amount covered by that benefit 
card per month. In the end it 
could save money on the cost of 
opiates for pain management. 
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678 


If they recieve enough to 
properly medicate their illness. 


000189 


1400 


As | have said befo 
and non medical us: 
able to grow a small ar 
plants for personal use 


If people choose not to take 
pharmaceuticals they should 
have easy access to marijuana 
without issue. 


10 


000190 


899 — 


The government should 


introduce rules simply par to 


11 000191 


1403 


ns, education 
and give people 


dignity should 
when finding alter at 
for medical users, as wel 
being well lit accessible : 
(and mmj should be cove 
provincial health 
prescribed I 


ical records stating 


12 
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need a stronger strain tl 
could obtain a pre 


access and respect/rights for 
users. 


13 


000193 


966 


1628 


The question itself is not the 
question you should be asking. 
The question you should be 
asking is what role should the 
government have in the process 
of restricting access to cannabis 
both medical and recreational 
(although | see no difference 
between the two terms), if any 
at all. Cannabis has no harmful 
effects at all and has caused zero 
deaths in its entire history. | 
have not read one study to the 
contrary. Right now there is 
already an existing cannabis 
grow and distribution network 
by citizens who are only 
breaking the law because of the 
restrictions placed on cannabis 
by the government, which are 
contrary to our charter of rights 
and freedoms | might add. 

There is a chance for the 
federal government to show 
true economic initiative here 
and open up the free market to 
the growth and distribution of 


| don't understand the question. 
| think it should provide access 
to medically needed marijuana. 
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000194 


158 


1559 


Access to safe, organic locally 
grown ( or patient produced) 
medicine is important to most 
patients. Being able to speak to 
experienced users or caregivers 
when considering using cannabis 
is Important. In my experience, 
Drs and pharmacists have no 
knowledge of Cannabis or its 
effects, it only makes sense to 
use those who know 
(experienced patients, or patient 
organisations) rather than 
businesses and producers who 
are hoping to make money) 
Patient run dispensaries make 
perfect sense both for quality 
and safety. We've had enough of 
big business and big pharma and 
their overpriced, low quality 
medicine, as we are aware that 
profit is their only motivation. 
Patients/caregiver growing their 
own medicine is a must, It is 
important both financially and 
for the quality of the medicine. 
We know that Cannabis has 


those who need it should have 
access to it regardless of age 


15 
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329 


now seems to 
ild like them to - 


1885 


| had an accident in Jur 
Since then | have been u 
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Topline Summary Section 1 - Minimizing Harms of 
Use 


222000000000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Bá 


Response Chart Percentage unt 
A . . . 
As an individual 0.998 16880 
: : : r 
As a representative of a group or organization 4. 0.002 39 


Total Responses 16919 


III 


nder] Gender: 


ri 


Response Percentage Count 


i O MBEFWYVEIAA/é)('DBbÀeekéhÀtt - AARAMESDUAAMSSSSEE HA 7 


Male 


Female 
Other 
Prefer not to say 


0.014 229 
Total Responses 16724 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


A hati ? 
ge What Is your age: 
WI 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


rd 


Under 18 0.017 286 
18-25 BE 0.363 6091 
26-34 ne 0.389 6522 
35-44 0.14 2342 
45-54 0.048 808 
55-64 0.027 459 


SSS 


IKKKÇ 


SSS 


WS 
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65 or older 
Prefer not to say 


BSS 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


BOOM MMM MMM) 


WE 
Z 
2 


Elementary school or less 


Secondary school E 
Some post-secondary E 
College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 
Graduate or professional university program 


‘Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNSY 


SSSSSS 


SI 


SN 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


Total Responses 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


GEL LL DLL LL 


Response 
Alberta 

British Columbia 
Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 

Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 


A 


SSO 


SSS SSS 


SSSSSSS 


SSSSSSS 


SSSSSS 


SSS 


WS 


0.008 
0.007 


Percentage 


[AAA 


0.006 
0.095 


0.187. 


0.276 
0.279 
0.142 
0.014 


Percentage 


0.17 
0.16 
0.043 
0.022 
0.016 
0.002 
0.038 
0 
0.422 
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117 
16759 


unt 


2856 
2681 
718 
368 
269 
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Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


IIQQKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKRRKKRRKKRRRRRRRRRR 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply). 


WA CLL VM HHH 


Response 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


tés What type of group/organization do you 
epresent? 


Ep! IB 


Total Responses 


hart 


END 
ES 


Total Responses 


0.005 
0.074 
0.034 
0.001 
0.013 


Percentage 


WB A 


0.071 
0.013 


0.011 


0.06 

0.114 
0.005 
0.028 
0.137 
0.077 
0.221 
0.513 
0.167 
0.091 


84 
1236 
563 
17 
225 
16753 
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Response Chart Percentage 


VI 


3 000199 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


IProvincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0.057 3 
‘Indigenous government or group 0.019 1 
‘Healthcare association or organization 0.038 2 
Academic or research organization 0.075 4 
Non- Governmental Organization or non-profit à 0.151 8 
[Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income |! 0.094 5 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry 0.17 9 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.113 6 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.283 15 
| Total Responses 53 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


rA 


Chart 


Alberta 

British Columbia E 0.2 10 
| Manitoba - 0.04 2 
New Brunswick 0 0 
[Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
|Northwest Territories 0 0 
Nova Scotia 0.02 1 
Nunavut 0.02 1 
Ontario 0.42 21 
Prince Edward Island 0 0 
‘Quebec 0.1 5 
[Saskatchewan 0.02 1 
Yukon 0.02 1 


" 000200 


Outside of Canada 


IG, 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


V DM MMM. 


There are 40 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 


LL LE LL LA LL LL V FEE EF LL ELL LEE LLL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LA 


13 


14 
15 


16 


17 


18 
19 


esponse 


MacaqueTV 
Canadian People 
band 

Ontario POJ 

Up! Cafe 

RCAF 

Pharmacy 

Rapid Fire Theatre Company 
Chronic Pain Toronto | 
Nig 

It's just me and my 


Farmer 
Stronghold Data Solutions Inc. 


SwimJet Inc 
try Brazilian Jiu-Jitsu 


The Conservative Party of 
Canada 


Cannabis Canada United 


50 
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[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


BMD) 


| agree 0.841 37 
/ , 

Z 

| do not agree E 0.159 7 

A 

Z 

| Total Responses 44 
2 


[MHU1] Do you believe that these measures are 
appropriate to achieve the overarching objectives to 
minimize harms, and in particular to protect children and 
youth? Are there other actions which the Government 
should consider enacting alongside these measures? 


222222200000 00000007 


esponse 


BB LL LL LL 


7 000203 


5194 


444 


It is interesting to me that you 
are very willing to follow the 
Colorado model for limitations 
on edibles, but you introduce 
your own rhetoric of fear and 
prohibition when it comes to 
things like ‘shatter’, which are 
certainly allowed in Colorado. | 
agree that the Colorado model 
has proven effective, and should 
be emulated. 


advocate, th at prohibitio 

works. The fewer restrictior 
on the use & sale of marijuan: 
the better. Consistent honest & 


peer reviewed educati 
the use of marijuana 
important. 


Those controls seems to be 
aligned with Colorado. The only 
thing to avoid is taxing as much 
as they do. This only encourages 
a black market. 


000204 


3407 


10674 


attracter 


Yes they are good measures how 
ever there should be very 
rigorous checks each month to 
make sure that all stores are 
complying with the law 


Don't limit it, that will allow 
black market to still offer a | 
of product that is outside of 
legal realm for those with 


.. tolerance. Also it c 


| stringent up: 


estrictive and 


000205 


10338 


Restrictions for purchasing, 
advertising and pricing all seem 
appropriate. However | do not 
feel that restricting THC limits or 
marijuana products would 
minimize harm. If users are used 
to consuming high THC products 
or concentrated forms (oils, etc) 
they may turn elsewhere to 
acquire these things. This would 
create an opportunity for illegal 
producers to fill this void in the 
market. Marijuana products 
from legal sources should be 
similar to what is currently 
available today in order to 
encourage users to switch over 
to the legal system. Such potent 
products should be labeled with 
appropriate warnings. Edibles 
could be restricted from certain 
forms that would be too 
appealing to children (for 
example candies can not be 
Shaped like well known candy, 
etc). 


10 
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11 


000207 


. wrong side of leg 
their lifes career. 


12 
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3392 


Advertising restrictions should 
be in line with those of alcohol 
(e.g. ability to advertise on radio, 
TV or online). Marijuana should 
be free to be sold by any 
enterprising individual with a 
legitimate business license (e.g. 
dispensaries) and they should be 
able to set their own prices. The 
government has a right to collect 
sales tax and a nominal excise 
tax on the products sold. 

Care should be taken to not 
overly restrict the potency and 
types of marijuana products 
made available legally. Instead, 
federally mandated quality 
testing should be imposed on 
marijuana producers to clearly 
state the potency (within 
realistic tolerances) on any 
packaging in a standardized 
fashion (e.g. similar to alcohol) 
along with an educational 
campaign that describes the 
onset, duration and effect of 
inebriation for various 


13 


000209 


6258 


5430 


In regards to option #2, | would 
suggest that marijuana use is 
already heavily normalized 
among the youth. Habitual use 
of marijuana is rarely looked 
down upon especially in relation 
to regular use of harder drugs. 
Advertising and marketing 
restrictions would only keep 
normalization of marijuana use 
at the same level it is now i.e. 
reasonably normal. 


Legalization may dampen the 
rebellious aspect of doing an 
illegal drug which draws many 
people in their teens to try it. In 
this sense heavier normalization 
of the drug is a preferable 
method for keeping youth away 
from it. 


| would also advise against 
maximum THC values. Marijuana 
with high THC values should be 
allowed in the same way that 
alcohol with high ABV values are 


If the price is too high, people 
will buy it illegally. Military 
personnel should be allowed to 
consume marijuana off the job 
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6113 


ug. À similar 
] at my high. 


minin 
marijuana 
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10291 


| agree with everything except 
some points of sections four and 
five. It is claimed in section four 
that since there is a lack of 
studies on high THC 
concentration products, these 
products should have 
limited/prohibited access. With 
first hand knowledge of future 
consumers, this is not a good 
idea. The demand for high 
concentration products is 
already present, and 
limitation/prohibition of these 
products is going to push a lot of 
people back to the illicit market 
where they will be able to access 
what they desire. Regarding 
section five, | agree that 
attractive means of ingestion 
lead to accidental ingestion. To 
amend this | recommend 
packaging that completely 
blocks view of the product 
(cookie, brownie, etc.) to limit 
attractiveness, as well as strong 
child proof packaging. Maybe 


| do not believe in making this 
drug legal for Canadians. | don't 
want my kids living in that kind 
of world 
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5992 The current measures in place 
are effect, however, there 
should be careful watch on how 
well it works and dedication to 
promptly updating guidelines if 
required 


9403 


discourage the 
a then exactly _ 


say anything because the 
simply do not care or they : 
themselves no ones going t 


dealer due to 
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guidelines for parents. 
fear of having my childre 
removed and its suposse 
egal for me to , 
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[MHU2] What are your views on the minimum age for 
purchasing and possessing marijuana? Should the minimum 
age be consistent across Canada, or is it acceptable that 
there be variation amongst provinces and territories? 


Response 


AOO OC OG O O GRR 


8649 


1 A 


3 be 


À 


acceptable. Having a consist: 
age would be helpful because. 


would discourage people 
travelling to use m: 
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9355 


3174 


! g brains and on the 
current laws regarding other 
substances in Canada (ie, 
tobacco and alcohol). 

| think the minimum age for 
purchasing and possessing 
should be the same age as 
Alcohol. However, since the 
allowed age of Alcohol varies per 
province, | believe that it 
shouldn't vary. It should remain 
consistent across the country. 


| feel variation is acceptable, 
if it were my decision to 
would make it 19 acr 

board. | 
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479 


Fernandes of 


memory func 
receive large doses of ` 
during their equivalent j 
age range (10-15 years o 
These mice are significe r 


capa ble of performir 
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8320 


11488 


Age of purchase should mirror 
our alcohol laws: an individual 
should be old enough to 
understand the risks associated 
with marijuana use and yet we 
shouldn't restrict personal 
freedoms of young people. An 
age of 18 or 19 is sufficient. 


| think that like alcohol ages 
should be able to vary from 
province to province, but 25 is 
too old. It's hypocritical to allow 
people to drink alcohol and 
smoke cigarettes but not 
marijuana. 
| think 21years old all over the 
country would be a goodage. . 
Marijuana can have good or ba 
effect, and some of th a 
effect is "lazyness'' afte 
school teeneger 
they need the ene 
what to do with their life: etc 
from 21 years old thy had few 

s to figure it out etc.. That a 

lyse only. 
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13144 


| think it would be best to have a 
consistent minimum age of 19 
across all of Canada's provinces 
and territories. 
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4598 


The minimum age should be 
consistent across Canada, at 
least at 19 years of age or 
higher. The differences in age 
restrictions for alcohol cause 
high school students who are 18 
years of age to (for example) 
drive to Alberta from 
Saskatchewan and purchase 
alcohol, and either consume it 
there or return to Sask and 
consume it there. If marijuana 
were to follow these different 
age limits, teens would simply 
drive to where it's available and 
possibly return home under the 
influence. Especially since the 
law only states the purchase 
age, not the possession age. By 
making it consistent across the 
country, teens would always 
have restricted access, not 
simply an "annoyance" to need 
to drive a few hours to the 
neighbouring province where 
they aren't restricted. 
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13428 


11618 


It makes no sense whatsoever to 
have separate limits to tobacco, 
alcohol and marijuana use. 
However, since tobacco is 
federally consistent, and alcohol 
varies province to province, it is 
difficult to choose which is more 
appropriate. | feel that since 
marijuana impares individuals 
similarly to alcohol, it would be 
more advantageous to keep 
marijuana regulation in line with 
alcohol. 


Yas it comes to age. I think the 
same rules should apply as with 
alcohol. 18 or 19 years. If up the 
minimum age up to 25 it won't 
help anything as if of age and 
would like to consume pot you 
will. Find a way to supply your 
self. Even if it's from the black 
market. 
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10328 Have the purchasing and 
possession laws similar to 
provincial drinking laws (age) 
makes sense in terms of the 
regulatory overhead and existing 
social framework that exists 
around alcohol. 


min 
of alcohol ii 


example). It sł 


the provincial governn 
determine the minimu 
he purchase 
Suebec has 


t | Acceptable 
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3011 


uld be required to verbally 
remind anyone under 25 who 
purchases. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Jul 18 - 22 


Topline Summary Section 2 - Establishing Safe 
Responsible Production System 


222000000000 000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual - 0.995 2180 
As a representative of a group or organization LL 0.005 12 
y 
| Total Responses 2192 
[Gender] Gender: 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage Count 


I, 


Ys 

p 

Male 0.738 157 

Female B 0.228 485 

A - 

Other - 001 ! 

‘Prefer not to say 0.024 51 

A 

| Total Responses 2129 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 

ss RT REV (110EEZZLRR RO 

Z 

Under 18 0.007 14 

A 

18-25 EN 0.216 462 

A 

126-34 E 0.366 782 

y 

35-44 0.208 443 

Z b 

145-54 E 0.092 197 
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Z 
Z 
155-64 0.075 161 
A 
y 
65 or older 0.018 39 
A 
Z 
‘Prefer not to say : 0.017 36 
A 
/ Total Responses 2134 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of formal 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
WEE 
y 
Elementary school or less 0.003 6 
p 
Secondary school 0.068 145 
A — 
‘Some post-secondary m 0.149 
Z 


College, vocational or trade school 0.27 572 


| ndergraduate university program 2 0.288 
Graduate or professional university program 0.194 411 
Prefer not to say 0.028 
| Total Responses 2122 
[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
UA 
Response Char Percentage Count 
SI 0 00100 (OEE Jui qq. 
Alberta - 0.184 394 
British Columbia ES 0.18 385 
Manitoba - 0.033 71 
New Brunswick 0.018 39 
Z 
{Newfoundland and Labrador 0.016 35 
Northwest Territories 0.002 5 
‘Nova Scotia 0.037 79 


WS 


A 
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Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response 


WEE 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 


represent? 


77770 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.001 
0.401 
0.005 
0.081 
0.034 
0.001 
0.005 


Percentage 


CL 
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Response Chart Percentage Count 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0 0 
Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0 0 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.333 4 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.083 1 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 
Business or Industry 0.333 4 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.083 1 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.167 2 
| Total Responses 12 
[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 

area of activity):) 

H Response 
WA 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 


together for a louder voice 
2 Religious organization 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Ge LLL LLL cdc 


Z d 

A 

Alberta 0 0 
/ 

Z . . . 

UA 

British Columbia 7) 0.25 3 
y a n 

Z 3 

Z 

Manitoba 0 0 
Z 
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New Brunswick 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0 
Northwest Territories 0 
Nova Scotia 0 
Nunavut 0 
Ontario 0.5 
Prince Edward Island 0 
Quebec 0.083 
Saskatchewan 0 
Yukon 0.083 
Outside of Canada 0.083 


Total Responses 


meGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


ABB EA 


There are 12 response(s) to this question. 


Canadian People 


3 Canadian People 

4 Ontario POJ 

5 Dispensary 

6 Up ! Cafe 

7 The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 
8 Canna Botanicals 

9 National Drug Prevention 


Fr OF Of OO lol — le 


E 
N 
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10 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society 

11 Church of the Universe 

12 Peloton Pharmaceuticals Inc. 


[OrgShare| The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


y 


ddd ddd 722222222222 
7 


| agree 
| do not agree E 0 0 
Total Responses 12 


\ 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


[ESRPS1] What are your views on the most appropriate 
production model? Which production model would best 
meet consumer demand while ensuring that public health 
and safety objectives are achievable? What level and type 
of regulation is needed for producers? 


6 000229 


881 


1787 


910 


Response 


J| 


o organic practices and 


third-party quality and thc/cbd 


testing should be the primary 
producers. 


Colorado seems to be doing a 
pretty good job. 

| can only support a production 
model where individuals are able 
to grow and process marijuana 
for their personal use. For 
commercial production, | 
support regulations consistent 
with those governing the 
production of alcohol, 
medications, and food products. 
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1668 


785 


A private production model best 
serves the needs of Canadians, 
both in terms of access and in 
cost. A system of licensure, 
ensuring regular auditing for 
compliance with health and 
safety standards, should be 
established. It should be 
determined that all licensed 
facilities are providing untainted 
product, and that the produced 
cannabis meets any other 
requirements (such as accurate 
labelling with regards to 
potency). 


A government product model 
offers no substantial benefits 
over and above those which can 
be achieved with a regulated 
private production scheme. 


Regulated private model. 
Traceable product (place of 
production, batch, soil additives 
used, etc.) 


000231 


licensed 
quickly r 
controlled manner, inve. 
capital could begin flowi 


produ 
amp up prod 


000232 


remain buying 
market. _ 


10 


000233 


fungus, and other f 
is a tricky matter that i 


11 
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24 


762 


1236 


A regulated competitive model 
similar to the MMPR would be 
the most appropriate production 
model. The models based on 
greater government action 
require greater prediction of 
supply/demand and depending 
on the specifics of 
implementation could have 
negative impacts on choice, 
quality and price while also 
possibly creating unforeseen 
issues. 


All of the above should be 
included in the production 
model if selling to consumers. 


None. Free markers are the best 
markets. If you go out and make 
excessive regulations and tax the 


cause they can do it or cheaper. 


Commercial cultivation with 
permits, inspection potency 
labeling and testing should be 
done to insure public safety. 


12 
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1041 tion is 

tion for 

ieve there 

‘rent classes of 
| pendent on the scale 
tion and other factors. 
T nat way smaller operations are 
able to exist and avoid a 
monopoly by a large producer. 


13 000236 


1058 


The current Licensed Producer 
system should be expanded and 
its restrictions eased to allow a 
more diverse set of businesses 
to operate. From reading 
commentary on the Lift cannabis 
website, there seems to be 
widespread consensus 
throughout the industry that the 
current level of regulation is 
excessive, and creating an 
unnecessary barrier to entry into 
the market for smaller cannabis 
producers. | am concerned 
about the emergence of a "Wal- 
Mart of Weed" and | feel the 
current regulation actually 
encourages such a business. A 
healthy ecosystem of smaller, 
craft growers alongside larger 
players should be the objective 
of our regulatory framework for 
cannabis. 
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1244 


1060 


1838 


Large scale farming works for so 
many crops. Surely this can be 
done with marijuana.How is this 
done in places where it's not 
illegal such as Holland or 
Colorado? Perhaps we can 
follow someone else's sucessful 
example. 


Grown and regulated by the 
government and then made 
available in approved shops and 
dispenseries. 

| like the Licensed Producer 
model as long as the price per 
gram remains fair. | have no 
interest to grow my own. | think 
medical patients should be 
allowed to grow three to five 
plants if they have the space 
outdoors. Indoor growing is a 
recipe for abuse and unsafe 
conditions. (mold, odor, etc 
ruining homes) 


15 


000238 


238 


1304 


Cannabis is not dangerous like 
alcohol. Anyone should have the 
right to produce it. Production 
destined for commercialisation 
should be inspected to ensure it 
is free from contaminants such 
as pesticides and moulds. 
Licences should not be required 
to produce cannabis. 


All growers should need to be 
licensed and inspected regularly. 
Anyone can apply for a license to 
grow, so long as they meet the 
requirements: they must OWN 
the location that they are 
growing in, it must have 
appropriate ventilation and 
such. It must be XXX feet away 
from a school, playground, or 
public pool. All growers should 
be inspected regularly and must 
report all earnings on tax 
returns. If the amount listed on 
the tax return does not match 
what the inspectors have 
assessed the crop's value at, 
they they should be investigated 
to see if they are street selling. 


16 
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| | d | | | | d W | 
EE OC 


1719 Home cultivation should be 
allowed but restricted to an 
amount that could be 
considered for personal use. 

453 As long as you aren't producing 


mass quantities to sell, | think _ 


home cultivation should be — 
allowed. 

1034 La culture a domicile devrait étre 
permise, mais le nombre de 
plants permis devrait-étre limité 
par foyé. N'étant pas trés 
informé sur la question, il 
faudrait que des experts 
établissent un nombre de plants 
adéquat pour satisfaire la 
consommation personnelle et, 
peu-étre, que des permis 
spéciaux puissent étres issus 
pour permettre a ceux qui 
auraient besoin d'une quantités 
plus grande(a des fins 
médicales), de surpasser cette 
limite. 


17 
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grow the 


| want organic cannabis | 


can grow them. 


ed to purchase 


To the maximum extent. 
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19 


Icohol. 


000242 


1190 


1292 


Home cultivation should be 
unregulated and free. | plan on 
growing multiple plants and 
using them whole plants at a 
time for a ceremonial session. 
Just because someone can 
smoke one joint off a plant and 
have an effect doesn't mean the 
rest of us should be subjected to 
terms based on the way others 
care to use it. | don't want to 
have to buy a plant off someone 
when | can easily grow a better 
one myself. No government 
oversight!!! 


J'ai déjà répondu a cette 
question dans le carreau 
précédent. 


20 


000243 


1926 


2093 


All of the extents. I'm a strong 
supporter of home cultivation. | 
grow tomatoes and lettuce and 
cucumbers and shit out back, | 
really enjoy gardening already, | 
would be very sad to see a 
legalization model that didn't let 
me grow a plant or two. 


| don't think its in our collective 
interest to restrict our market to 
big business, and | think home 
production is a lot of the appeal 
to many users. 


I'd be inclined to say you can 
probably find some way to take 
your cut via taxing seed sales or 
something, similar to how you 
still manage to grab a bit of a cut 
on u-brew ops, both basement 
and local business. 


| do not particularly approve of a 
'u-grow' model for businesses, 
though. That seems very 
difficult to do safely, never mind 


Same as alcohol, we can brew 
our own beers we should be 
able to grow our own plants. 
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1217 


1932 


950 


tobacco growth for personal use. 


Home cultivation for personal 
consumption should be allowed. 
Local authority inspection and 
record keeping of producers 
should be sufficient to deter 
black market home operations. 


Test & inspect all home 
cultivated product intended for 
sale to the public through larger 
scale producers. We allow craft 
beer & brew your own wine & 
beer facilities and companies to 
conduct business in Canada, why 
not grow your own marijuana 
facilities or companies? 


NO government oversight 
needed. PEople should grow 
whatever fruit vegetable or herb 
they like. stay out of people's 
homes and gardens! 
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 requiremen 
be able to success 


higher numbers, ar 
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. nous donner le c 
pousser 6 plant a la 
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1160 Home grow ops should be 
allowed up to a certain amount 
of plants per individual 
household. If you can home 
brew your own beer, as an adult 
| should be able to grow a 
certain amount of plants. 
Regulations should be in place 
with regards to classifications of 
grow ops to prevent people 
from rigging their houses up to 
become a giant greenhouse and 
stinking up the neighborhoods 
but yes, | believe some 
framework needs to be created 
to address the small, personal 
home grow operations that will 
no doubt be inevitable once 
legalization occurs. Better to be 
proactive about it and make 
small changes to the details 
down the road than not have 
anything in place except a 
complete prohibition of grow 
ops and have to try and regulate 
that inevitable mess. 


| l d d 
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# 


Response 


ELLE 


794 


1114 
1161 


You can license what you want. 
Keep it simple: limit the age, but 
limiting the consumption will 
become impossible. This is not 
the license plate for a car. Get a 
grip. Or, get new consultants. 


Same as alcohol 
Of course not! The taxes will 
easily cover operating expenses. 


26 
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1194 


licenses? You would need 
thousands of people to go 
around to every residence, 
without a warrant, to che 


see if they had. 


included growi 
plants in thei 


Only if the potential damage or 
other problems that would arise 
without one are great enough to 
truly require licensing / fees. 
This is for growing - no license 
should be required for simple 
consumption. 
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192 


846 


1296 


Don't much care, l'm used to 
being a criminal. The only way 
you can prevent that is to let me 


grow my own. 
Yes for both producers and 
sellers 


er consumer 


facility i 


No, financial barriers to entry in 
our unjust society would 
maintain the deep racial 
injustice we already have. 
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1116 


Licensing for production beyond 
a certain threshold (i.e. personal 
use) makes sense to ensure 
quality and public safety. Again, 
something similar to the way 
craft breweries are licensed 
would be a great regulatory 
model to pursue, perhaps with 
the quality assurance/control 
mechanics of a more similar 
industry (i.e. food production or 
tobacco) 


Licensing fees mu 

ensure entrepreneurship. H 
access to the competitive re 
and production market must 
be prohibitively expensive 


A model were 
bars should b 


thel 
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1928 


1493 


| have no issue with licenses 
being issued to ensure standards 
are upheld for goods that will be 
publicly consumed. Licenses 
need to consider pricing impacts 
so that producers are not priced 
out of the market. If pricing is 
too high, then the black market 
will continue to thrive. 


There needs to be consideration 
given for licenses for different 
types of producers as well. A 
large producer growing 
thousands of plants has different 
regulatory needs than a craft 
producer making high quality 
small batch edibles or topical 
creams. 


A vice tax as levied on alcohol 
and tobbacco. 
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Yes. 
taxation base 
be issued to an 


meet grow standards 
restaurant owners m 
health standa 
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1806 


Licencing of the main growers 
for universal use so that the 
quality and potency of the 
product can be properly 
monitored is a must. | think 
home growers that for medical 
uses need to have more than the 
standard allotment of plants 
have a "permit" for home 
growth that can then be 
monitored for compliance. 


. ensuring no c 


toxic substances. 


growth process. E nsur 
and quality product go 


market. 
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[ESRPS4] The Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations 

(MMPR) set out rigorous requirements over the production, 
packaging, storage and distribution of marijuana. Are these 

types of requirements appropriate for the new system? Are 
there features that you would add, or remove? 


esponse 


7777777777 RC 


850 


| believe they are appropriate, 
though they may need to be 
made more lax given the 
increase of scale. 

| think the current dispensary 
model we have in Ontario is a 
laughingstock though. If it's for 
medical purposes, it should be 
distributed in pharmacies, not 
where individuals can profiteer 
from selling to those who have 
no medical need for it. 


34 
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1537 


562 


king it clear 
right to 


| think it's appropriate to have a 
reasonable age restriction of 19. 
Packaging can have labels to 
deter over use and minors from 
using it. 
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762 


784 


This policy/program is a 
complete waste of time, it is 
much to cumbersome and 
restrictive, from my experience 
this is much more restrictive 
than it is to apply and receive a 
restricted firearm licence, this is 
also a failed policy that has been 
ruled as unconstitutional by the 
Honorable Justice Phelan in 
February 2016. 


g/storage of marijuana, as one … 


would assume it would have to : 
go through rigorous testin _ 


Allowance for personal use 
production as mentioned above. 
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they're selling. As 
MMPR does not allow. 
dispensaries. 
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1538 


1310 


Marijuana for medical purposes 
should be permitted at the 
discretion of the individual. If 
prescribed by medical persons, 
individuals should be able to 
claim it as any other medical 
expense (or prescription 
medication) through private 
insurance plans or as part of 


government insurance coverage. 


Mail order marijuana is 
unreasonable. Private 
dispensaries are the way of the 
future. 


Production, packaging and 
storage should be regulated by 
health canada, as the product is 
consumed. 

The strain and potency should 
be on the packaging, warnings 
and directions for edibles should 
be also on the packaging to help 
avoid over-dosing. 

| agree with child-proof 


packaging (similiar to medication 


b 


38 


000261 


535 


941 


518 


1277 


1422 


onsumer, such 
ain, latin name of 
| ingredients to ensure 


ig is added to the product.. 


| cannot comment, | don't know 
enough on this subject 

These are necessary but keep 
them reasonable. We need more 
than just a few producers. | 
would like a see maybe 2000 
local producers across the 
country. 

I'm not 100% familiar with these 
regulations first hand, but | feel — 
that a high bar should be set fo 
the packaging and stor: 
marijuana because it 


na should be subject to 
appropriate testing, child-proof 
packaging and labelling with THC 
and CBD levels 


39 


000262 


else needs to be blended with 
dispensary system where peo| 
have access to human 


interaction and can physi 
see, touch, smell w 
buying, and get it 


L 1 L 1 . 
In the interim or the long-term 
. 
(0 0 uu uic uuu I uu E 
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Response 


CZ 


1490 


1125 


1194 


432 


992 


Existing producers should be 
consulted on what works and 
what doesn t work when 
drawing up regulations for the 
new system. 


Existing licensed producers 
should continue to be able to 
produce under the new system. 
These producers have proven 
they can meet high production 
standards. 

The user should be consulted in 
the regulation policy creation. 


They should be free to continue 
to produce medical grade 
marijuana under any current 
licences they have, and they 
should also be able to apply for 
licencing to produce marijuana 
under any new regulatory 
schemes. 


They should be allowed to 
continue producing and be given 
time to adjust to any changes in 
regulation. 


41 
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regula 

a democrac 
anyone grow and 
will drop you tax 


42 
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154 


MMPR have been p 
product under strict sti 


from the government f 


Same as new players. Shouldn't 
be allowed unfair advantage. 
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1717 


1212 


with those | purchase from. | 
also like to be able to choose 
where | buy from, whether it be 


a small grower or a larger one 
depending on who is meeting 
my needs. | don't want the 
production of marijuana to be 
taken from the hands of those 
who have loved and advocated 
for it for so long. 


Medical and recreational are 
different markets. 


44 
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76 


170 


800 


1378 
356 


| think the licensed producers 
should he involved in the new 
system. | think the government 
should provide incentive for lp's 
to open physical dispensaries to 
sell their product to the 
recreational or medicinal 
market. | like the idea of all 
marijuana, whether recreational 
or medicinal, to be grown by 
licensed producers. Then 
everything is regulated and all 
product is of the same quality. 


They can sell as well. Everyone 
needs to Be able to sell its legal 


They should all retire and take a 
few years watching the true 
connoisseur growers, and 
reevaluate the garbage they 
were selling as medicine. 


Ils devraient être inclus. 
They shouldn't have any role 
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Topline Summary Section 3 - Designing Appropriate 
Distribution System 


222000000000 000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual 0.993 1894 
As a representative of a group or organization |. 0.007 13 
| Total Responses 1907 
[Gender] Gender: 
777777777777 LL ER MEH E@E@q@EM@E@A@ M@@#@#@@@@@_V/@@E}EAM MM@@E@E M@EM@q@qEq MV@EM_/_/q@qq@qY]Hta 
Response Chart Percentage Count 


A CE 
Male 0.742 
7 
Female BE 0.227 
Z 
/ 
Other D 0.009 
Z 
/ 
7 
Z 
‘Prefer not to say 0.022 
a 
a 
7 
| Total Responses 1856 
2 
e 

[Age] What is your age? 
CZ RERO 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
dé ULE EC ZL AM EH EL PH@_ L@ !@H_ RRQ 
Z 
yj 
‘Under 18 0.008 14 
Z 
/ " 
Z 
18-25 B 0.216 402 
F i 
/ / 
F 
26-34 0.363 675 
Z 
F 
7 
35-44 0.224 416 
y Y 
145-54 E 0.078 146 
A 


1 000269 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Z 
(95-64 0.072 134 
2 
7 
65 or older 0.017 32 
2 
‘Prefer not to say J 0.023 42 
y 
/ || 
| Total Responses 1861 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of f | 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 

A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
se | 
Z 

Elementary school or less 0.005 9 

7 

Secondary school 0.077 143 


College, vocational or trade school 0.269 497 


Undergraduate university program __ 0.282 

Z 

Graduate or professional university program 0.195 360 
Prefer not to say 0.03 

| Total Responses 1847 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Char Percentage Count 
WA 
Alberta : 0.181 337 
2 : 

British Columbia EC 0.179 333 
Z g 

| Manitoba E 0.032 59 
New Brunswick 0.023 42 
Z 

{Newfoundland and Labrador 0.013 24 
Northwest Territories 0.002 4 
Nova Scotia 0.034 64 


WS 


A 
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[Nunavut 0.001 1 
Ontario 0.419 779 
Prince Edward Island 0.006 12 
Quebec 0.072 134 
Saskatchewan 0.034 64 
Yukon 0.001 1 
Outside of Canada E 0.003 6 
| Total Responses 1860 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage 


WI 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 


Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


0.059 104 


SSS 


SSS 


Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 

Marijuana activist 0.096 8 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 0.318 558 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes _. 0.506 886 

Other (please specify): à 0.15 263 
Prefer Rot to say — /,; .,.' /.0sb& 2220 00 ee 0.096 169 

| Total Responses 1752 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 
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Response Percentage Count 
0 0 


2 


TJ 
(D 
a) 
ct 
= à 
O 
Q 
TS 
(D 
a) 
un 
on 
O 
e 
D 
Et 
O 
- 
O 
m 
O 
=" 
oa 
D 
= 
N 
Q 
a 
O 
= 
NN 


P? 
H 
P 
QJ 
BNF © 


Of 
ON 
N © 
e Oo 
e Ò 


/ Total Responses 14 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEEEFFFEEFFFEFEF EFE FEE EEE EFE EF 000000000000 


WE 


2 Large Family with similar values 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB A 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Alberta 0.071 1 
EN 0.357 5 


Z 
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Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSNNENT 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


y 


222700707000 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 


H 


WB LL LL LL LL LL LL LL 


1 


ur & UN 


Oo 


Total Responses 


Response 

CFBA - 
www.cannabizassociation.ca 
Ontario POJ 

Vapelated Vapor Lounge 

Up! Cafe 

The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 


Kelz Medical Services Corp 


National Cannabis Assembly of 
Canada 


.071 


Oh h OO OO O0 OO CO Fe 


IE 
i 
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10 
11 
12 


13 


14 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


Gee LEE LL eee eee eee 


Response 


WA RRRRRR HE ECHL 


| agree 
| do not agree 


III 


[DADS1] Which distribution model makes the most sense 


_ Eye Highs Creative Inc. 


Canna Botanicals 
Tantalus Pharmaceuticals LTD 


Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 


Partners Society 
9519297 Canada Incorporated 


Chart 


\ 


Total Responses 


COLA EELS ELLA A ELLLSEELLESELLLASELLLSEELLESEELLASELLLSEELLASELLLESELLLSEELLESELLLESELLLSELLLESELLLASELLLSELLLASELLLASELLLSELLLESELLLASELLLAEELLESELLLASELLLAEELLESELLLASELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLASELLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLSEELLESELLLESELLLAEELLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLESEELLESELLE DD 


Percentage 


IL 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l'accés à l'information. 


000274 


# 


Response 


ELLE 


412 


156 


1528 


| support the introduction of 
storefronts (in addition to mail), 
so long as the estblishment of 
retail space is well-regulated. In 
order to supplant the existing 
black market, the legal product 
should be relatively convenient 
to access for those who meet 
the legal requirements for 
purchase. 


Storefronts. Don't give the 
provincial governments the 
chance to slow down the 
process for political gain. 

Local choice is probably the best 
option, as it has worked for 
alcohol for a long time. 
Storefronts would also be fine so 
long as their suppliers are legal. 
The phased-in approach is 
inconvenient for a consumer 


La vente au comptoir est selon 
moi plus approprié. Il est inutile 
d'y aller progressivement ; les 
gens qui en veulent y on déjà 
accès, souvent illégalement. 
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decision that the ad 
able to make their ov 


000276 


E ine and 
| ibution systems 
t sense. 
9ecause it's easier to 
e under the minimum 
age from purchasing and it 
allows individuals more of a 
choice with their purchases. 
With the online stores, you 
could have a larger selection 
than the store fronts, in addition 
to potentially cheaper prices. 


1123 


1706 Storefronts 


It should be sold in specialty 
stores and consumers must have 
a vast variety of options of 
products. 


It should not be government 
monopoly (like alcohol), as this 
raises the costs considerably and 
people will go back to black 
market purchases. 


000277 


1688 


Storefront dispensaries should 
be maintained, with an option 
for online order and delivery. | 
believe stores provide the 
strongest deterrent for people 
buying for someone else under 
the legal age. 


| who walks i 


Buying online is not c 


10 


000278 


11 


000279 


various pro 

_ degrees of acces 
of unfairness to users 
country. 


12 


000280 


1102 


1524 


Storefronts and local choice. | 
have traveled to places where 
storefronts are legal and have 
been blown away by the 
professionalism, safety and 
cleanliness of these vendors. It's 
taken seriously and allows it to 
move from shady street dealer 
to something that's not 
shameful or hidden. It really 
takes the criminal feel away 
from it and turns it into 
something that seems 
reasonable to do for one's 
health, pain mitigation or simply 
private enjoyment. 


| think the storefront model 
would be ideal. | would like to 
see this not regulated at the 
provincial level but rather at the 
federal level. 

Distribution should imitate what 
is already available in the illegal 
marihuana distribution or else it 
won't be efficient in stopping the 
illegal sales. If the illegal sales 
persist, the criminal who benefit 
from this will find ways to move 
other more profitable products 


on the buyers. 


13 
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1466 


46 


588 


Store fronts and online purchase 
make the most sense. | believe 
the people would much rather 
be able to walk into a store to 
make their decisions plus it 
opens up the ability for 
education on the plant and laws. 
Being able to walk into a store 
and see your selection and have 
someone educate you is 
important in the cannabis 
movement. Reduces risk and 
possibility of under age people 
getting their hands on it. 
Especall with mandatory I'D 
checks. 


Storefronts and mail order with 
proper identification would be 
good as long as companies are 
receiving their product from a 
legal producer. It should also be 
the same across the country to 
avoid confusion. | also agree it 
should not be sold where 
alcohol is sold. 


Local choice regarding 
storefronts combined with a 
nationwide mail distribution 
system would be the ideal 
solution to displace existing 
legally grey or illegal shops, so 
we should do that. 


14 
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328 


236 


[DADS2] To what extent is variation across provinces and 
territories in terms of distribution models acceptable? 


H 


1281 


A combination of all three makes 
sense. But private citizens 
should also be allowed to grow 
their own with limits on the 
quantity to ensure it's for 
personal use. 


Storefronts. Unless you feel that 
provinces shouldn't sell 
cigarettes and alcohol in stores, 
you have no reason to believe 
that they shouldn't also sell 
marijuana. 


Le mieux serait de prendre 
comme modèle la ville 

d'Amsterdam od la vente de 
cannabis se fait au comptoir 


ainsi qu'au Colorado. Comme on 


AN 


le ferait dans une tabagie 
saq. 


Response 


15 
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1682 Completely acceptable, just like 


alcohol. 
1502 None. 
1464 | believe there should bea 


distrubution model that is 
consistent across the country. 
Alcohol and tobacco are legal 
everywhere and easily 
obtainable. | believe, marijuana 
should have the same availability 
, taking into consideration 
whatever limitations are put in 
place as to who can purchase it. 


Ideally, it should be a Nation 
regulated/ administered syste 
Individuals that want or need | 
access to marijuana in 
conservative and/or backward 
provinces will potentially suff. 
if each province is able t 
their own rules 


There can be differences, but 
should follow federal rules for 
the most part 


769 tion close to 
bution and the 
- | be minor. 
1496 Keep it illegal. 
1274 It is acceptable. Marijuana 


should be treated like alcohol. 


16 000284 


481 


1313 


784 No variations, federally 
regulated. 

1538 no variation - one model for the 
entire country. 

376 Variation should be minimal. 


1550 Laissez les provinces s'en 
charger. 
A national standar 
policy as it deters "tourism 
other provinces that may have 
different laws. This "tourism" 
can lead to impaired driving 
. other difficulties | 
markets. : 


here provinces 

access via draconian 

hh as PEI has for 
jon to 
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1574 


384 


[DADS3] Are there other models worthy of consideration? 


H 


Any variation of distribution 
from province to province 
should be allowed just as it is 
with the alcohol industry. 

So long as a province is fairly 
giving access to it's citizens, they 
should be allowed to implement 
whichever system they feel 
adequately meets their 
provinces needs. However 
drastically different models will 
have realistic effects on tourism 
within Canada and this should be 
considered. 


i feel that trying to maintain a 
standard across the country is 
reasonable, but shouldnt be 
strictly enforced 


Response 


82 


Unknown. 
Amsterdam's cafe model 
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328 


ther than: 


No. 


19 


‘Id leader 


000287 


1126 


604 


Anywhere alcohol is sold. 

Legal products do not face the 
kind of scrutiny that you are 
attempting to place on 
marijuana. 

If establishing regulations for a 
new network of licensed, private 
marijuana stores (dispensaries) 
seems too challenging, selling 
marijuana in the current 
provincial liquor stores would be 
an excellent fallback. Any 
concerns about the risks of 
combining the two drugs seem 
silly -- people will not be 
discouraged from taking two 
recreational drugs together just 
because they come from two 
different places. In fact, if 
marijuana is sold in liquor stores, 
that would provide one central 
location for educating people 
about any risks. 


Using the existing liquor sales 
channels has a lot of advantages, 
in that it could make use of 
existing infrastructure for selling 
a controlled recreational 
substance. It might also help 
from a tax collection standpoint. 
The main drawback | see is the 


20 
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134 


1016 


577 
388 


925 


864 


Storefronts would provide a 
competitive market that but 
would lower costs for medical 
users. 

Order your marijuana online 
through licensed producers, 
which then have storefront 
locations where you can go 
pickup your product. Almost like 
ordering pizza online for pickup. 
| think this would work great for 
medical marijuana consumers. 


Like | said, l'm addicted to 
chocolate. And coffee. And Ice 
cream. Regulate marijuana as 
you regulate those things. 


No. Someone growing cannabis 
in their basement shouldn't be 
allowed to sell his unregulated 
product. 

No government r - 
whatsoever, would be ideal. 
n/a 

Dispensaries are the way to go. 


The current models in the US for 
legal states seems to work very 
well. 


21 


000289 


98 


190 


862 


Allow adults to plant, grow, and 
cultivate cannabis plants on their 
own private property for their 
own personal use (allow retailers 
to freely sell seeds). 


| am neither for, or against, 
LCBO-type stores for dispensing. 
| believe people should be able 
to make their own decisions on 
where, what, when, and how 
they buy legal substances. 
Making it completely legal for 
speciality stores to sell, as well 
as having LCBO-type 
despenseries, is the best of both 
worlds and | believe the most 
effective at deterring illegal 
purchasing. 


let people grow their own 
without the risk of prosecution 


22 
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Topline Summary Section 4 - Enforcing Public Safety 
and Protection 


222000000000 00 UT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual - 0.993 1419 
Z 
AS a representative of a group OF Organization 7 0.007 10 
| Total Responses 1429 
A 

[Gender] Gender: 

. 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage 


p _ 
Male 0.71 
Z 
2 7 ; 
Female m 0.246 
Z 
p ye js 
Other _ 0.012 — 
Z zx 
/ 
7 
Z 
‘Prefer not to say 0.032 
a 
a 
7 
| Total Responses 1385 
2 
e 

[Age] What is your age? 
OCO C CO C C RERO 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
dé 1A 
/ 
‘Under 18 0.007 10 
Z 
2 Z 
| e 
Z 
18-25 EL 0.188 261 
Z 
y j 
/ 7 
26-34 _ 0.358 498 
Z 
F 
7 
735-44 0.236 329 
y Y 
45-54 ge 0.085 119 
A 
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55-64 
65 or older 
‘Prefer not to say 


IKKS, 


Total Responses 


SW 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


rA 


Response Chart 


CLE EEE 


Elementary school or less _ 
Secondary school E 


À 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


/ Total Responses 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


r LL LU) 


Response Chart 


dd liebe 
UA 

"Alb 
"Alberta 


British Columbia 
Manitoba 

‘New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
"Northwest Territories 


Nova Scotia 


A 


SSS 


SSS 


IKKKK 


SSSSSSNS 


SSSSSSNS 


WS 


0.081 
0.021 
0.024 


Percentage 


EEL 
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113 
29 
33 
1392 


Count 
5 


83 


Percentage 


0.182 
0.169 
0.035 
0.02 

0.015 
0.003 
0.033 


351 


282 


1380 


Count 
252 
235 
49 
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Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response 


WE 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 


represent? 


77770 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.001 
0.428 
0.004 
0.073 
0.032 
0.001 
0.004 


Percentage 
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Response Chart Percentage Count 


iProvincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0 0 
‘Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0.2 2 
‘Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.3 3 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.2 2 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry 0.1 1 
Activist organization/lobby group 0 0 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.2 2 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEEEFFFEEFFFEFEF EFE FEE EEE EFE EF 000000000000 


E 


2 10 individuals in a social club 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Ge LLL LLL cdc 


y 

y 

Alberta 0 0 
Z z = 

/ ; 

Z . . " 7 

7 

British Columbia m 0.2 2 
Z 

2 NW 

Z z 7 

7 

Manitoba D 0.1 1 
Z 2s 
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New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


[020 OG Of 0G Of oO 
Un 


e he 


NNN 


Total Responses 


meGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


ABB BB 


There are 10 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg 


222222000000 


# Response 


Canadian People 

2 auotsun 

3 Ontario POJ 

4 Cannabis Incorporated 

5 C&B Group 

6 Canna Botanicals 

7 Natonal Drug Prevention 
Alliance (UK) 
Edible Impressions 

9 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
P ociety 

10 9519297 Canada Incorporated 


e BB O0 oOo Vl OO oco 


E 
eo 
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[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


r edd 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


| agree 
| do not agree E 0 0 
Total Responses 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSNS 


[EPSP1] How should governments approach designing laws 
that will reduce, eliminate and punish those who operate 
outside the boundaries of the new legal system for 
Marijuanae kñ 


# Response 


LEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE 


6 000296 


pu rchased thei 


may fall under the 


labelling on packages, | 
instance, marijuana mt 


its appropriately lab 
container if out 
rivate resic 


000297 


578 


491 


1244 


Similar laws that exist now for 
illegal producers. 


be given to 


illegally selling to 
children, producing without a 
liscence, etc.) We have seen how 
over punishing marijuana 
offenses can lead to uselessly 
high prison populations (in the 
USA) and that would overburden 
taxpayers. 


Laws should punish those who 
deal illegally with heavy fines but 
options to work for legal 
dispensaries and shops in order 
to facilitate the change in the 
zeitgeist toward legal marijuana. 


000298 


58 


514 


195 


The Cannabis market should 
work and look like the beer and 
wine market. 

Large growers and small 
vineyards can sell to 
dispensaries. These growers are 
responsible for growing, testing, 
labeling and quality control. 
Labels should be clear and state 
facts, levels of THC and CBD as 
well as an indication of if it is a 
Sativa, Indica, or a hybrid. 
Concentrates and edibles should 
have the same information as 
well as a set amount per dose as 
well as a set amount of doses in 
each package. There should be 
factual warnings to educate 
about possible harms but not 
made to promote the miss 
information that Cannabis is as 
detrimental as Alcohol. Youth 
have the internet they will 
research what you say and they 
will not believe you if you are 
not truthful and accurate. They 
youth are smart when it comes 


Same as enforcing laws for 
tobacco and alcohol 

Fines that make it unfeasible to 
profit from operating outside 
the law. Repeated offences = Jail 
time 


000299 


84 Mimic existing laws for alcohol 


= | 


alternative with 
‘itv that 


perpetrators of the illeg: 
activity however, we shc 


10 


000300 


impairm 
reported t 


simply being fo 


und 


their blood does 


11 


000301 


924 


327 


There are far too many people in 
prison already for non-violent 
crimes. | could go on for days 
about the badly needed 
overhaul of our prison system, 
but I've got a word limit here. 
Making a plant with few known 
and proven negative side effects 
illegal is ludacris. The only 
people that belong in prison are 
those that are a danger to 
others, and imprisonment 
should focus on rehabilitation as 
opposed punishment. There's 
no need to throw a guy in jail 
because he makes shatter for his 
girlfriend who suffers from 
anxiety. | honestly can't even 
think of a violent crime that 
could be committed with 
marijuana. If a store is selling 
marijuana to minors, it should 
be treated like an alcohol or 
tobacco violation. 


Laws similar to providing alcohol 
to minors or unlicensed 
production or sale of alcohol. 


12 


000302 


1055 


939 


916 


564 


1246 


already on the 
ootleg alcohol and 
Either add cannabis to 


mimic tobacco ones. 


Leave them alone. They provide 
competition for retail prices and 
competition drives the 
economy. 

Explore what has worked in 
Amsterdam and implement 
here. 

Laws to deal with those who 
operate outside the boundaries 
of the new legal system for 
marijuana should be broadly 
similar to those which already 
exist for alcohol and tobacco. 
Not only have these existing 
legal systems proved to be 
largely effective, the public 
would justifiably see any stricter 
regulation of marijuana as 
irrational, given that marijuana is 
less harmful and has less 
potential for abuse. 


Just copy alcohol regulations. 
Stop with the cop speak. Task 
force should resign 


13 


000303 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


1098 Punishment for cannabis related 
offences should not be more 
strict than they currently are. 
The restrictions used n 
Colorado's legalization scheme 
are sufficient, and should be 
similar to what Canada adopts. 


873 Complete legalization. Not the 
government's place to tell me | 
can't put a natural plant in my 
body while allowing smoking, 
alcohol, fast food preservatives 
and pollutants to affect all 
Canadians without giving them a 


choice. 

. . . . e . . 

[EPSP2] What specific tools, training and guidelines will be 
. . . 

most effective in supporting enforcement measures to 
protect public health and safety, particularly for impaired 
driving? 
H Response 
WB 
1090 Treat it the same as alchohol. 


675 


14 000304 


1041 


15 


by 


ferent 
-pass the 


000305 


342 


756 


Impaired driving is currently a 
crime and as such we should 
already have the appropriate 
tools and procedures to combat 
it. | do not think marijuana being 
legal for sale and use has any 
specific impact on our ability to 
enforce that which is already an 
enforceable crime. 


There is conflicting evidence to 
show that cannabis is seriously 
impairing for drivers. Police 
should focus on using 
impairment tests which look for 
impairment by any drug (or even 
sleepiness). Impairment tests 
will remove any confusion over 
blood levels and at which point 
someone is good to drive. These 
measures will help keep the road 
safe. 


16 


000306 


are not in pal 
high. It's subj 
question. _ 


17 


000307 


, Something the poli 
learn before jumping t 
conclusions \ i 


weed doesn 


| would like people who drive 
under the influence of marijuana 
to be treated the same as 
people who drive impaired from 
alcohol. 


18 


000308 


709 


209 2 
many products and 
not just alcohol or 
ducation is the first 


enlighten Canadians that both 
legal and illegal drugs cause 

impairment. Educate Canadia 
that most traffic fatalities are 


measurement of 
. Create and publicly 


19 


000309 


63 


887 


178 


1020 


983 


riety test. | 
this so I 


of research in 


1) Ho much THC concentration 
in an average person's blood 
actually causes impaired driving? 
2) How do we create a non- 
intrusive (Charter compliant) 
method of screening suspected 
THC impairment? 


Don't know about that! Consult 
experts. 

The same amount of signage as 
there is for Alcohol on highways. 
The same amount of leeway that 
is given to people leaving the 
bars drunk on the streets during 
the day and night should apply 
to marijuana smokers. 


n test, but impairment 
different for the 
is a tough issue 


20 


000310 


123 


ble, issue. 
ing if someone is 
rive via various 
sting as was done 


| way to te 
than blood 
Education to publi 


dangers. 


21 


000311 


books will be t 

If they have a basic - 
understanding of sympt 
they can then detain the 
individual, and refer to 

. handbook to see 


22 


000312 


755 _ hol and teach it 
part of a drug 
program. Awareness 
| risks and limitations at a 

ng age will help strengthen 
he legal use and perspective of 
the people 


No one should drive under the 
influence so that needs to be 
harsh. 


156 A scientifically accurate 
marijuana/THC breathalyzer is 
the key to holding impaired 
drivers to the law. Harm 
reduction training for police 
officers is also highly 
recommended. 


. . . 
. 
| . . | . ? 
222277770000 


Bars, restaurants, private clubs, 
and all manner of venues for 
pe zial events are licensed for 
sumption of alcohol. 
hould be no 
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000313 


289 


364 


1t without fear of 
tion. But they should not 
wed in a business unless 


welcome in their establishment. 


If it is inhaled then it must be 
limited to licensed 
establishments which allow this 
only! 


24 


000314 


536 


If smoked , anywhere that allows 
smoking should also allow the 
use of smoked Cannabis. Same 
rules apply for vaping and 
Cannabis vapor pens. | think that 
edibles should be allowed to be 
consumed anywhere as | can 
posses and consume any other 
prescription medication in any 
public space. For example, the 
use of a 'canna cap, 
encapsulated Cannabis oil, taken 
orally like any common pain 
killer. To restrict this is to restrict 
the ability of many patients to 
medicate sufficiently enough in 
public to take part in day to day 
life events. 


Yes. In general, the places where 
tobacco smoking is allowed (i.e. 
outside, away from others, in a 
car, in your own home, in special 
weed bars). 


25 


000315 


e 


proper ve nt 

_ consent would 
ensure a safe space 
and consumers. 
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000316 


582 


| am not sure how it would work, 
but | can not imagine that the 
general public would be happy 
about the free use of marijuana. 
| personally would be okay with 
only using it in my home or yard, 
but there may be specific 
locations that are designated as 
MJ smoking zones. | can not 
imagine what type of venue that 
would be. 
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000317 


415 


Frown 


is smoking a cig 
be able to smoke or vape 
cannabis. If people treat 
cannabis users like junkies, 
are they surprised when 


28 


000318 


1154 


Again, this needs to be 
redefined. 

Consumption of a Cannabis 
candy? yes 

Smoking? | think smoking 
Cannabis should be permitted 
wherever cigarettes or pipes are 
allowed to be used. 

Cannabis suppositories? Sure, 
use it in public if you want! 
Vaping: if gaping other products 
is allowed, Cannabis should be 
too. 


So, if it disturbs others, maybe 
not. | was in Washington state 
and the majority of Cannabis 
was consumed as edibles. 
Whether that was a candy, a 
cookie, or a beverage. 


29 


000319 


718 


Yes, it should be permitted to be 
used in public spaces. People are 
already legally permitted to 
smoke cigarettes and drink in 
front of their children, so I think I 
similar law to the one 
prohibiting smoking in enclosed 
spaces with children should be 
considered. It is very difficult to 
get high off of second hand 
marijuana smoke.. 
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000320 


18 


657 


550 


Yes it should be allowed after 
there has been a determination 
or set level to judge impairment. 
It is not fair to have people who 
use Marijuana for medical 
purposes be denied the ability to 
use their choice in medicine 
because they are at work. Also a 
zero tolerance policy for people 
in safety sensitive positions isn't 
expectable either. Even if said 
person will not use while at 
work, they should be able to use 
after hours and away from work. 
The individual should not be 
punished, that is why there 
needs to be more studies to find 
a set limit or guideline to 
determine impairment. 


“Public” places should not be 
places for smoking cannabis. 
Possibly designated places could 
be explored such as ‘smoking 
areas". 


Rules should be the same as 
public consumption of tobacco. 
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462 


110 


126 


370 


Cannabis consumption should be 
permitted anywhere the 
smoking of tobacco is permitted. 
Individuals should be allowed to 
ban the use of cannabis in their 
homes or businesses if they 
choose to do so. 


it should not be allowed in the 
same places that alcohol is not 
allowed. 

Public smoking should be 
treated the same for any 
substance that is legally 
consumed 


cela devrait être comme l'alcool 


ni plus ni moins 
Where public smoking is 
allowed. 


32 


000322 


708 


Marijuana should be 
consumable in public. Marijuana 
is not a fatal drug, and our 
society is mature and strong 
enough to function with 
common, public usage. Smoking 
or eating edibles should be 
treated like they are in any other 
public space - we can eat foodin 
public, we can smoke in public as 
long as it's obeying laws that 
already exist for 
cigarettes/cigars/etc. Cafés 
should be able to function with 
the express purpose of allowing 
users to purchase and consume 
edibles on site. Parks should be 
open spaces for users. We're not 
talking about a harmful drug that 
can have violent consequences, 
we're talking about an already 
common substance that's 
routinely used in public as it is. 
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Jul 18 - 22 


Topline Summary Section 5 - Accessing Marijuana 
for Medical Purposes 


222000000000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual | 0.992 2789 

/ Pre YW 

As a representative of a group or organization LL 0.008 23 

| Total Responses 2812 
[Gender] Gender: 

WM 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


I, 


Ys 
A 
Male 0.717 
Z ; 
a m 
Female E 0.252 
A 
Other - 0.007 
Z 
‘Prefer not to say 0.024 
Z 
/ Total Responses 2747 
2 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER AAAG GO GO G G G GO G RO 
A 
‘Under 18 0.013 36 
/ F 
18-25 EM 0.233 642 
Z 
126-34 m 0.277 763 
pA 
(35-44 0.206 568 
45-54 E 0.124 341 
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Z 
p 
55-64 0.103 283 
A 
65 or older 0.028 76 
A 
‘Prefer not to say : 0.018 49 
Z 
| Total Responses 2758 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of formal 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
se | 
Z 
Elementary school or less : 0.005 14 
p p 
Secondary school E 0.114 313 
A i 
‘Some post-secondary 0.168 
Z 


College, vocational or trade school 0.326 900 


Undergraduate university program _ 0.198 

Graduate or professional university program 0.148 409 

Z 

Prefer not to say 0.041 

| Total Responses 2757 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Char Percentage Count 
WA 
Alberta 0.161 443 
Z 
British Columbia 0.239 658 
A 
|Manitoba 0.036 99 
New Brunswick 0.024 65 
Z 
{Newfoundland and Labrador 0.012 34 
Northwest Territories 0.002 6 
Nova Scotia 0.048 133 


WS 


A 


2 000325 


Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


Total Responses 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response Chart 


WT 


Healthcare professional 


Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes E 
Other (please specify): E 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


Total Responses 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 


0.001 
0.341 
0.003 
0.058 
0.041 
0.001 
0.034 


Percentage 
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2757 


Count 


MLL 


134 


000326 


Response Chart 


;Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 


Indigenous government or group 


Academic or research organization 

Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 

Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 


k 

(D 
ie) 
ct 
D 
O 
a) 
“s 
(D 
ie) 
un 
on 
O 
e 
o 
ef 
O 
= 
O 
um! 
O 
— 

oa 
a) 
= 
N 
a) 
et 
O 
2 


SSSSSS 


SSSSSSS 


Business or Industry 
Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEFEEF EFE EF FEE FEE FEE FEE FEFE EFE FEEFEFFVFEFEFFFF 000000000000 


H Response 


1 Rural Ontarians grouping 
together for a louder voice 


Percentage 


0 

0.037 
0.074 
0.037 
0.185 
0.185 


0.148 
0.148 
0.185 


Count 
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2 MMAR license holder 
(designated person production 
license) who spent tens of 
thousands applying for MMPR 
license, built a facility to MMPR 
standards, just to repeatedly 
have application disapproved 
based on not meeting standards, 
even though we had lawyers and 
consultants who reviewed the 
application and said was 
adequate. 


A group of people and friends 


Canadian association of social 


workers 
Spiritual 
Lj e e e 
[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
e e 9 

organization based: 

WM 

Response Chart Percentage 


1L 


WA 


Alberta 0.125 3 
British Columbia > 0.333 8 
New Brunswick 0 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
Northwest Territories 0 0 
Nova Scotia 0 0 
Nunavut 0 0 


2 000328 


4 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSS 


SSIS 


Total Responses 


BSS 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


Gee LLL EEE EEE EEE EEEEEEElllt08; 


2 3 | | i i 
OL ELLE LITTLE LIT TT TITI TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL FETTE FETTE TT TTL TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TT TT TT LIST ETT TT TT TITI TT TT TT TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TSI TT TITI TT IST ST IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT ITS TITI IST IT IIS TITI IS TITI IS TITI TITI ET TS 


# Response 

CEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE RRQ 
| Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society (B.C. registered - 


operating nationally) 


ON 
N 
\ 


Canadian National Medical 


3 - Canadian People 
Ontario POJ 

5 Practitioners for Medicinal 
Cannabis. 

6 Cannabis Incorporated 

D... Canna Naturals 

8 CAMCD 

10 Grey Toque Gang 

11 : 

12 Natural Order Health Services 

6 


E ONE O MW 
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elease er tl 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information 


13 


14 . Nature's Way Organics 

15 Nna 

16 Church of the Universe 

17 Foundation of Cannabis Unified 
Standards 

18 The Saakatchewan Medical 
Cannabis Association 

19 Natonal Drug Prevention 
Alliance (UK) 

20 River City Genetics 

21 Coming Out of the Closet 
Cannabis Club 


Cascade Cultivation Inc. 
9519297 Canada Incorporated 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


BB EE EE Eee EE EEE EEE EEE EE eee EEE EEE Eee EEE 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


| agree 0.88 


NY 


7 000330 


4 


| do not agree 0.12 


Total Responses 


IQ, 


[AMMP1] What factors should the government consider in 
determining if appropriate access to medically authorized 
persons is provided once a system for legal access to 


SR t 
Once legalized all persons who 
would and should be required to 
procure insurance claims, 
receipts for CRA as proof of 
medical expense should require 
a written authorization by their 
family physicians. This would 
impact less medical and financial 
hardship. Home cultivation 
production should be a given 
right as if the case with wine, 
beer and other spirits. 


1183 I'm not convinced any further 
actions would be required given 
Washington and Oregon's 
experiences. 
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763 


*- Ls 


alité et de la 


En efet, je pense. 
intéressant de pre 
sur certains de nos vo 
exemple, certains états 


américains or 


000332 


906 


doctor since | was born. It would 
also be nice if the governme — 
formally recognize 

a medicine, becau 

it's not a medic 

it can ha | 


nent should als 
nsuring that medical 
is affordable for 


Open market without 
monopolies. Patients should 
have the freedom to buy from a 
licensed producer or dispensary 
or grow their own medicinal 
cannabis. 


10 


000333 


1533 


1724 


1113 
376 


people who need it 

Some users really benefit from 
the use of medical marijuana. If 
removed and only a recreational 
market is to exist, this may price 
the product out of range for 
many qualified users. These 
users don't all smoke the 
product and large amounts are 
required for topical treatments, 
edible treatments, etc. The 
medical prescription service 
needs to be controlled and 
doctors better trained as to 
what conditions can actually 
benefit from the product. 
Currently they almost seem 
afraid to prescribe but it has 
been proven to be a very 
effective treatment for many 
conditions. For these qualified 
users, the product could be 
offered at a subsidized price 
through provincial drug plans. 


none 
Growing at home in my 
garden!!! 


11 


000334 


Do not put a limit on 
in marijuana product 


12 


000335 


recreationnal market an 
obvious in the sense that th 
offer a very poor service On 
a dispensary can someone 
out for help an: 


rior to making a 


d because that's 
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1762 


1805 


If recreational marijuana is 
accessible, affordable, and of 
high quality, | feel most medical 
users would see that as a vast 
improvement over the current 
system. There may be some 
situations where it might be 
desired to allow medical users 
who are younger than the 
recreational age minimum to 
have access, particularly those 
using high CBD strains to control 
seizures. There's also an 
argument for subsidizing some 
medical use, but there will 
always be some who will 
attempt to manipulate the 
system to take advantage of 
things like that. 


Kind of us needs to be in an 
open and free market, similar to 
beer and wine. To get the best 
out of cannabis I'm in monopoly 
and all the registration is 
definitely not the answer 


14 


000337 


purchase Tylen 
purchase ca nnal IS, It: 
also be just as easy to | 
cannabis is one would be 
grow tomatoes. 
As a country w 
give the res 


15 


000338 


needs to conside 
they want to tax it. 


16 


000339 


1209 


iew location 
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recreational use. TI 


on 


ly be removed for , 


tual me 
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Use 


222000000000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Bá 


Percentage Count 
[PPP 


Total Responses 17223 


Response 


CZ 


As an individual 
As a representative of a group or organization 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


nder] Gender: 


77/7/7777 LL) 


Response Percentage Count 


‘Male 
‘Female E 
Other 


/Prefer not to say 


SSS 


ESSE 


Total Responses 17023 


A hat i ? 
ge What Is your age: 
WT 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


rd 


0.017 286 
118-25 E 


0.362 6171 
126-34 D 0.387 6608 


0.141 2401 
0.049 841 
0.028 484 
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65 or older 
Prefer not to say 


BSS 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


BOOM MMM MMM) 


Response 


mi 
(D 
= 
(D 
2 
ct 
CD 
s 
< 
un 
O 
-— 
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O 
s 
D 
un 
un 


Secondary school 

Some post-secondary 

College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SKK 


G) 
“s 
ie) 
Q 
= 
[en 
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(D 
O 
um 
D 
S 
O 
—h 
(D 
on 
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Prefer not to say 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


GEL LL EEE Eee eee EEE Eee eee eq EE EE EM eee 


Response 
Alberta 
British Columbia 
Manitoba 
New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 
Nunavut 
Ontario 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


A 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.009 
0.007 


Percentage 


WI B A 


0.006 
0.095 


0.187. 


0.277 
0.278 
0.143 
0.014 


Percentage 


0.169 
0.16 

0.043 
0.022 
0.016 
0.002 
0.038 
0.001 
0.424 


145 
121 
17057 


unt 


2878 
2724 
727 
373 
272 
28 
647 
10 
7235 
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Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 
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[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply). 


WA CLL VM HHH 


Response 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


tés What type of group/organization do you 
epresent? 


Ep! IB 


Total Responses 


hart 


END 
ES 


Total Responses 


0.005 
0.073 
0.034 
0.001 
0.013 


Percentage 


r LL RRQ LLLA 


0.071 
0.013 


0.011 


0.059 
0.114 
0.005 
0.028 
0.137 
0.078 
0.225 
0.513 
0.167 
0.09 


84 
1248 
577 
17 
228 
17048 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l'accés à l'information. 


Response Chart Percentage 


VI 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


IProvincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0.055 3 
‘Indigenous government or group 0.018 1 
‘Healthcare association or organization 0.055 3 
Academic or research organization 0.073 4 
Non- Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.164 9 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.091 5 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry 0.164 9 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.109 6 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.273 15 
| Total Responses 55 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


rA 


Chart 


Alberta 154 

British Columbia E 0.192 10 
| Manitoba 0.038 2 
New Brunswick 0 0 
[Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
|Northwest Territories 0 0 
Nova Scotia 0.019 1 
Nunavut 0.019 1 
Ontario 0.442 23 
|Prince Edward Island 0 0 
‘Quebec 0.096 5 
[Saskatchewan 0.019 1 
Yukon 0.019 1 


4 000345 


Outside of Canada 


IG, 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


V DM MMM. 


There are 42 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 


LL LE LL LA LL LL V FEE EF LL ELL LEE LLL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LA 


13 


14 
15 


16 


17 


18 
19 


esponse 


MacaqueTV 
Canadian People 
band 

Ontario POJ 

Up! Cafe 

RCAF 

Pharmacy 

Rapid Fire Theatre Company 
Chronic Pain Toronto | 
Nig 

It's just me and my 


Farmer 
Stronghold Data Solutions Inc. 


SwimJet Inc 
try Brazilian Jiu-Jitsu 


The Conservative Party of 
Canada 


Cannabis Canada United 


52 
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20 The Real Barrie Cannabis Club 


undation 
nay's Medicine Tree 


Glacial.gold | 
—AWLDN _ 
prefer not to say 


Barrie Cannabis Club 
Farend Natural Products | 
Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis - 
Partners Society : 
Church of the Universe 


Government of Algeria 
Simon Fraser L 


41 . Pieces to Pathways 
42 Breakaway Addiction Services 


000347 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


BMD) 


| agree 0.848 39 
y P 

Z 

| do not agree E 0.152 7 
A 

y 

Z 

| Total Responses 46 
2 


[MHU1] Do you believe that these measures are 
appropriate to achieve the overarching objectives to 
minimize harms, and in particular to protect children and 
youth? Are there other actions which the Government 
should consider enacting alongside these measures? 


222222200000 00000007 


esponse 


BB LL LL LL 


7 000348 


275 


7321 


1068 


‘se controls were 
ht out and would be 
o eliminate a black 

t and protect children. | 


believe users should be allowed 


to grow their own plants for 
personal use as well. 


Nope what you recommended is 
good. 

While | don't agree with the 
saftey measures here, | don't 
think you can land on the 
bullseye right away, and | think a 
gradual integration of loose rules 
I'd fine. | would hope to see 
adjustments to these regulations 
sooner than later though. 


| would hope that drug 
education would adjust, and 
instead if demonizing the drug, 
like it was done in my day, and 
to be honest about the potential 
dangers of being impaired. 


000349 


000350 


1504 


As a responsible recreational 
user, | mostly agree with the 
measures outlined above. 
Although | do not agree with 
limiting sale of high potency 
products; we allow for sale of 
different concentrations of 
alcohol and let citizens make 
decisions about the types of 
alcohol products they consume. 
So why not the same for 
cannibas? 


| fully support taxation, 
advertising restrictions, and 
minimum age. | think limits on 
personal possessions may make 
sense for a transition period, but 
might seem out of place in 
future years. 10 years from now, 
will anyone care if | have 10g, 
100g, 1kg for my personal use? 


10 


000351 


11 


are a ppropriate 


000352 


7398 


3838 


Unreasonable restrictions on 
quality, thc content, and 
availability will only make the 
black market stronger. This will 
make it easier for young people 
to gey drugs. 


If the lawful, regulated 
marijuana businesses are able to 
match dealers in quality and 
convenience then they will 
succeed. If the weed that people 
can buy legally is 'garbage' 
compared to other sources then 
it will be ignored and our 
problems will not be fixed. 


Marijuana should be kept outof 
the hands of children and 
teenagers and the best way to 
do that is to eliminate the black 
market. That can only be done if 
the legitimate market has quality 
and convenience as a priority. 


Thc content does not need to be 
restricted. It should be up to the 


| believe it should be treated 
similar to cigarettes and alcohol, 
there should be restrictions like 
the ones listed, an age limit 
being the most important. 


12 


000353 


9076 


| believe that it should be sold in 
LCBO type stores. | have 
constantly heard that it is more 
difficult for a minor to obtain 
alcohol than weed. | also believe 
that if we are to warn 
consumers against consuming 
weed, we should not lie or 
exaggerate. 


13 


000354 


280 


1004 


7386 


| don't believe that limiting the 
potency is necessary or 
appropriate. The harm 
reduction strategy needs to 
consider that cannabis 
overdosing is non-fatal. l'm 
permitted to purchase spirits 
from the LCBO, but | don't 
consume these in the same way 
that | would consume beer or 
wine. | would either dilute 
them, or consume them in 
smaller quantities. Likewise, 
marijuana concentrates are 
consumed differently than non- 
concentrated products. The 
main difference with this 
analogy is that overdosing on 
alcohol can be fatal, but that is 
not the case with cannabis. 
There are many other common 
household products that are far 


more dangerous to children than 


Cannabis, such as medications 
from the pharmacy, or cleaning 
products. We don't prohibit 
these products, we simply try to 


| believe guidelines are 
appropriate. 
yes 
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perc , B 


cannabinoids in mariju. 


as CBD, which is also 


15 


000356 


9465 


3047 


ust worried 
will be too 


| agree with the measures 
above. 


16 


000357 


_ needed to h 
reduction proble 


17 


000358 


5893 | est how were 
uths about drugs. 
statements ala the 


something of more substance. 


| think we need to develop some 


form of non-invasive roadside 
test to ensure people aren't 
driving under the influence. 


5460 | | agree with the restrictions for 


purchasing to help protect 
minors from damaging effects 


[MHU2] What are your views on the minimum age for 
purchasing and possessing marijuana? Should the minimum 
age be consistent across Canada, or is it acceptable that 
there be variation amongst provinces and territories? 


Response 


EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EM EE EEE EEE EEE EE EE EEE EE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EM EEE EE EE EM EE EEE EM EE EE EEE 


18 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l'accés à l'information. 


000359 


1376 It may be important to set age 
restrictions federally to ensure a 
unified stance on marijuana. 
Otherwise, some conservative 
provinces may put barriers up 
for petty reasons 


8147 _ ral law should 
appropriate age, and - 


The same as drink 
that province. 
25 


19 


000360 


554 


14741 


1302 


| think the minimum age of 21 is 
a good age, this way you are 
limiting the access of marijuana 
to young teenagers to protect 
their growing brains. | do think 
25 is too old for a minimum age 
because kids would just try to 
get it anyway on the black 
market or through older 
friends/family. At least at 21, its 
not that long of a wait so a lot of 
kids might wait to try it, whereas 
if its 25, kids might even try 
marijuana earlier (in their 
teenage years) because 25 
seems so far away to them. | 
think it should be regulated as 
one consistent minimum age 
across all provinces and 
territories, just to keep it at 21. 
If some provinces wanted it to 
be lower, such as 18, | would be 
worried about how this would 
affect young peoples’ health. 


| believe there should be a 
minimum age to make a 
purchase. | also think it should 
be the age of majority in most 
provinces, that being 18. 


20 


000361 


10030 


In an ideal world, if the science 
indicates that marijuana can 
hinder the development of the 
brain if used before the age of 
25 then we should follow this 
information and make the 
minimum age 25 for purchasing 
and possessing marijuana. But 
people under the age of 25 will 
still find a way to access 
marijuana just like how 
teenagers under the legal 
drinking age can easily access 
alcohol. | believe we should set 
the minimum age at an age 
where we consider someone as 
an adult, the voting age. The 
most we can do as a nation is 
educate the youth about the 
risks of marijuana and alcohol 
and to let them make their own 
decisions as long as they 
understand the risks. We need 
to educate them not through 
boring 90s-00s videos that my 
generation was presented with 
in a classroom, but with updated 


21 


000362 


2535 


6819 


4386 


5708 


11775 


5431 


nd at the same 
ices/territories 
ther to impose a 
nimum in their 


jurisdiction (e.g. 25). 


| think it should be consistent 
with the legal drinking age 
amongst out provinces and 
territories. BM 
Same age across Canada, too 
many times you'll see teens 
crossing a provincial border and 
getting alcohol. 

| would like it to be higher than 
the alcohol age, perhaps 21. I 
also think it should be Canada 
wide. 

Age limit should be 1 


different provinces but 1 eems 
right as they will be able to get it 
elsewhere easily if not. 


22 


000363 


1683 


1720 


11696 


age minimum should be 
imposed (19 years of age) 

| feel the minimum age for 
purchasing marijuana should be 
consistent with the minimum 
age for purchasing alcohol in 
each province. 

| believe marijuana should be 
regulated, in this sense, at the 
provincial level. If someone in 
Ontario such as myself can 
choose to join the military and 
risk my life in overseas conflicts 
at 18, choose to consume cancer 
causing cigarettes or alcohol at 
19, marijuana should be no 
different. We should not be 
infantalizing young adults by 
restricting their access to legal 
substances. Alcohol and 
drunkeness can cause damage to 
organs, such as the brain and 
liver, yet the stigma and laws 
attached recognize an age at 
which risk should be left to be 
calculated by the individual. The 
age should be consistent with 
each province's minimum age 
for purchasing alcohol and/or 
cigarettes. 


23 


000364 


13145 


11710 


ot restrict 
o someone who 


his would be stupid. 


If alcohol can vary in minimum 
age across provinces, then 
provinces should also be in 
control of the legal age to 


purchase and possess marijuana. 


The minimum age for marijuana 
should never be lower than the 
minimum age to purchase 
alcohol. 


24 


zally buy alcohol instead. 
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Jul 25 - 29 


Topline Summary Section 2 - Establishing Safe 
Responsible Production System 


222000000000 000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


Z à | 
As an individual - 0.995 2255 
A 
As a representative of a group or organization LL 0.005 12 
y 
/ Total Responses 2267 
A 

[Gender] Gender: 

. 
A 
Response Chart Percentage 


I, 


Ys 
Z 
Male 0.736 
7 à a 
Female B 0.23 
2 
Other _ 0.01 
2 
/ 
‘Prefer not to say 0.023 
Z 
/ Total Responses 2203 
2 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER (LEE RRQ RRQ 
Z 
Under 18 0.007 15 
Z 
y 7 
118-25 E 0.212 468 
Z 
126-34 m 0.36 795 
Z 
135-44 0.211 466 
45-54 “ae 0.095 209 


1 000366 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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Z 
7 
55-64 0.08 176 
A 
65 or older 0.019 43 
A 
‘Prefer not to say J 0.016 36 
Z 
y 
A -< a 
| Total Responses 2208 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of f | 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
se | 
A 
Elementary school or less 0.003 6 
yj 
y 
Secondary school 0.067 148 
Z 
‘Some post-secondary ^ 0.147 
Z 


College, vocational or trade school 0.274 601 


‘Undergraduate university program e 0.286 
/ 
(Graduate or professional university program 0.194 A26 
/ ; 
‘Prefer not to say 0.029 - 
| Total Responses 2195 
A 
e e e e e 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
UA 

Response Char Percentage Count 
cac qeu 
Z 
Alberta . 0.183 405 
OMM 7 
British Columbia m 0.181 400 
‘Manitoba 0.034 75 
a À 
‘New Brunswick 0.019 41 
/ 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0.016 35 
Northwest Territories 0.002 5 
A 
Nova Scotia 0.036 80 


WS 


A 


2 000367 


Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response 


WEE 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 


represent? 


77770 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.001 
0.401 
0.005 
0.081 
0.034 
0.001 
0.005 


Percentage 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0 0 
Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0 0 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.333 4 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.083 1 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 
Business or Industry 0.333 4 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.083 1 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.167 2 
| Total Responses 12 
[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 

area of activity):) 

H Response 
WA 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 


together for a louder voice 
2 Religious organization 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Ge LLL LLL cdc 


Z d 

A 

Alberta 0 0 
/ 

Z . . . 

UA 

British Columbia 7) 0.25 3 
y a n 

Z 3 

Z 

Manitoba 0 0 
Z 


4 000369 


New Brunswick 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0 
Northwest Territories 0 
Nova Scotia 0 
Nunavut 0 
Ontario 0.5 
Prince Edward Island 0 
Quebec 0.083 
Saskatchewan 0 
Yukon 0.083 
Outside of Canada 0.083 


Total Responses 


meGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


ABB EA 


There are 12 response(s) to this question. 


Canadian People 


3 Canadian People 

4 Ontario POJ 

5 Dispensary 

6 Up ! Cafe 

7 The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 
8 Canna Botanicals 

9 National Drug Prevention 


Fr OF Of OO lol — le 


E 
N 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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10 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society 

11 Church of the Universe 

12 Peloton Pharmaceuticals Inc. 


[OrgShare| The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


y 


ddd ddd 722222222222 
7 


| agree 
| do not agree E 0 0 
Total Responses 12 


\ 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


[ESRPS1] What are your views on the most appropriate 
production model? Which production model would best 
meet consumer demand while ensuring that public health 
and safety objectives are achievable? What level and type 
of regulation is needed for producers? 


i 000371 


\ 


1715 : 


316 


. Child proof pack 


Response 


NS 
| 
N 
\ 
\ 
N 
\ 
\ 
N 
N 


Cee 


and makers of 
ith processor's license. 


potency. - 
Display of contents on … 
packaging. Packaging which is 
not designed to appeal to 
minors. 


Production of marijuana should 
be done by private groups or 
companies that are government 
licensed and monitored. This will 
ensure the product meets public 
health and safety objectives 
while also offering variation in 
the market. 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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1636 


1858 


For production i am a believer in 
grow houses and smaller 
operations which are less 
vulberable to corruption and 


crappy quality. 


There needs to be consistency in 
the drug industry. Alcohol is 
considerably more associated 
with marijuana than 
pharmaceuticals are. As such, 
the alcohol model is the best 
system to proceed with. 


000373 


symptom olier. 


ircial 


ther for D n 


000374 


101 


— license to 
hould not be 


10 000375 


natural syste 

will emerge r 
through consensi 
consumers. 


| 000376 


1272 


1199 


Competition. As with most 
products, marijuana will require 
lots of competition. Similar to 
alcohol producers, marijuana 
will require significant private 
investment to take off. That said, 
no one like a monopoly. I'd 
never drink beer again if my only 
options were Coors Lite and 
Budweiser. 


Modelling the marijuana system 
in a similar way to alcohol 
production would be the best 
bet. Currently, we have access to 
numerous craft and local 
producers, as well as the big 
names that provide high volume 
(if somewhat poor quality) 
alcohols. 


Set some reasonable limits on 

THC content and growing facility 
conditions for health and safety, 
then let the market figure it out. 


It should be as readily available 
as alcohol is, for personal use. 


12 


000377 


28 


785 


228 


Un système qui permet un 
contrôle strict du cannabis 
médical (élément actif visé selon 
l'effet voulu, qualité, 
approvisionnement) tel que celui 
en place actuellement, en 
continuant l'amélioration 
permanente du système. 


Traceable product (place of 
production, batch, soil additives 
used, etc.) _ 
Private sector prot 
appropriate government 
oversight with provisions fo 
those who can do so sadly to 
grow their own. 


Mixed approach allow for 
limited commercial production 
to meet market demands but 
also allow for personal 
cultivation 


13 


000378 


preferably ha 
horticulture or < 
have experience in the 
production of marijuana. Eac 
facility should be on an acreage 


_ _ succeed. Each building 
roperly constructed, 


ate 
should be one 
est and safest 


437 


14 


000379 


282 


1274 


We do not need another liquor 
corp. We should not allow 
monopolization, this hurts 
patients and recreational users 
alike. The industry should also 
be regulated by the government 
and health care professionals 
and scientists who are familiar 
with the field in order to provide 
proper feedback. 


Private owned dispensaries 
strictly for Marijuana regulated 
by a government taskforce. No 
association with tobacco or 
alcohol. 

| think private production 
companies with a clear | 
regulatory framework is the be: 
way to bring quality, sa f 
product to market. Com 
cannabis produ 


of cleanliness and regulation < as 


we would see at any commercial 


15 


000380 


g regulation, 
production by 
regulated producers 

5 like the best option to me 


545 - 


l i | | | d b i | 
222227090090 000000000000 


esponse 


CLE 


| have no informed opinion to | 
offer. 


NY 
N 


1538 Personal cultivation should be 
legal, industrial production 
should be legal, production 
should not be restricted to large 
corporations. Alcohol allows for 
self brewing should be extended 
to this as well. 
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1563 


. home without si; 


e home cultivation of 


; ni ; 
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000382 


cultivat 
and the product 
unreliable for mos 


bother with. In this wa 
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000383 


1650 


It should be freely allowed for 
personal use. 

Sale would not allowed, again 
just like with home brewing. 
Limits on plant numbers are a 
reasonable restriction to avoid 
commercial size “personal 
grows" but then again they have 
been hard to control under 
prohibition. Supply will need to 
be controlled more from a 
quality level to create 
differentiation and superiority of 
commercial products. Hobbyists 
should be allowed to grow, and 
if they have a good product, look 
at starting a small commercial 
grow and promote quality in this 
way. It is the same effect we are 
seeing in the micro/craft brew 
industry. Foster small businesses 
to keep growth organic and 
avoid the brewery industry 
model leading to mergers until 
there are only a couple suppliers 
left. 
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000384 


66 


1073 


As someone living on public 
disability, | cannot afford the 
private system. With 
requirements for a credit card, 
monthly orders, shipping 
charges....| can't afford it. A 
plant. 


PLEASE allow for home 
cultivation by those with a 
prescription. Or provide 
coverage under the drug 
formulary. And don't you dare 
put a tax on my prescription. 

It is the ONLY way folks who 
really need the medicine to get 
it. 


Otherwise, for the poor of this 
country who require cannabis, 
there is nothing to do but break 
the law or suffer. 


At home growing should be 
allowed only for personal use or 
to be given away free of charge. 
Though due to possible 
neighborhood complaints 
restriction on the number of 
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the limitation to 2-3 indoo 


plants when using soil, or 6-8 
when using a hydroponic 


s the landlords 
ice of intent 


2010 | NONE WHATSOEVER... 
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990 


2060 


Home cultivation should be 
legal, but limited to a certain 
number of plants just to ensure 
that people aren't planning to 
distribute their own. However, 
the government shouldn't be out 
to get people growing too much 
in their own homes, as that 
would be an invasion of privacy. 


Any one who wants to cultivate 
at home should be allowed. Bill 
Blair is wrong it is just like 
growing tomatoes. 


Home cultivation up to 6 plants 
should be allowed in a legalized 
system. 

Up to 5 plants for home 
cultivation for personal us 


personal use should be legal. | 
could see limits to the number 
of indoor plants allowed though. 
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658 


Home-grown cannabis has less 
potential for actual (as opposed 
to political) harm than 
homebrew ale, so | really can't 
see why there need be any more 
regulation. Yes, occasionally a 
home grower will give some 
away or even sell it, perhaps to 
children. The latter (selling to 
children) should of course be 
absolutely illegal, as it is for 
homebrew. Since *this* crime is 
causing actual harm, the 
penalties should be strict. 


How often does this happen? 
Teens will happily avail 
themselves of anything even 
rumoured to be an intoxicant, 
quite indiscriminately, but we 
seldom hear anymore about 
bootleggers making bathtub gin 
to sell to them. Why? Because it 
just isn't profitable enough. THIS 
is the goal you should be setting 
yourselves. 
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48 


Alcohol and tobacco are legal for 
individuals to produce without 
regulatory oversight, although 
there are (high) limits. Outdoor 
growing of marijuana in totally 
non-problematic. Indoor 
growing is involves more 
potentially problematic 
considerations. 

The consultation document 
should not allude to the 
problems imagined by the 
previous government, which 
have been shown in court to be 
unrealistic. If legal marijuana is 
sufficient in supply and 
reasonable in price, home 
growing will be a hobby activity. 
Large, illegal and unsafe 
production sites should be 
eliminated by legalisation. 
People growing legally, at home, 
will not be producing industrial- 
sized lots of product, and there 
will be correspondingly less risk 
to the public. Dangers of fire or 
mold are largely the result of 
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000389 


1605 


[ESRPS3] Should a system of licensing or other fees be 
introduced? 


USPIOTLLSITPTPLSLTPTPLSPSPTPLSDSPTPLSDSPTILSDSPTPLSDSPTPLSSPTSLSDSPTSLSDSPTPLSDSPTPLSDSPTPLSDSPTPLSDSPTPLSLSPTLLSDSPTLSSDSPTPLSDSPTPLSSPTLSSDSLTLSSSPTLSSLSPTLLSDSLTLLSSTLLSLSLTLLILSLTLSSLSLTLSSSLTSSSDSLTLSSDSLTSSSLSLSLSSLSLSSSLSLSLSLSLSLSLSLSLSLSLSLSSLSLSLSSLSLSLSLSLSLSSLSLSLSSLSLSLISLSLSLSLSLSLSSLSLSLSSSSLSLISLSLSLISLSLILSD. 


H 


‘sonal use 
'oduction. Having 
void a consumer 
model goes a long 
ds reducing our 
ootprint on the planet. Making 
beer and wine are similar 
models. 6 plants should be 
enough to keep most individuals 
satisfied. More could require a 
growers license 


Response 


ra 
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774 


296 


47 


A fee to further the research 
into marijuana, and a fee to help 
people that need rehabilitation 
services due to becoming 
addicted to it. As for licensing, | 
believe the growers who supply 
the dispensaries or the 
dispensaries themselves should 
also have some sort of license 
fee to also help cover the costs 
of education, research and 
rehabilitation. A lot of the 
covering of costs should be 
coming from the producers and 
dispensaries, while only a small 
portion should be put on the 
consumers. 


| do not see the justification for 
this. Taxation of the product 
should be sufficient to cover 
administrative costs that arise 
from regulating the industry. 


No, as all production and 


distribution should be federally 
controlled. 
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000391 


2019 fees are 


e black market where 
flourished for decades and 


it 
decades. 


1935 -~ Sure, same ones used for food 
and alcohol production. Stop 
trying to make tl 
required. Canadian I 
consume an estimated 7 bill 
in marijuana annually, this is r 


396 There should be a minimal 
licensing fee, but it should be 
collected only to cover 
administrative costs, and should 
be no more onerous than that 
collected from entrepreneurs 
starting, say, a brewery or an 
energy drink company. 
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a new market. | 


000392 


Licensing the home-grc 


1520 . ice 


| 000393 


588 


66 
1202 


Yes, licensing and fees should 
apply to growers and sellers. 


Definitely! 

| have never met *anyone* who 
ingests 17 grams of cannabis 
each and every day. Perhaps 
certain medical conditions might 
require that level of dosage; 3 to 
5 grams a day would be 
considered quite heavy usage in 
my circles.. Allowing people to 
grow that quantity is likely to 
encourage the illicit sale of 
excess product. But fees should 
be applied to commercial sellers 
only; growing for personal use 
should not be taxed or licensed, 
just as with wine. Just as there 
are large fines for selling your 
home-made wine, there should 
be heavy fines for selling 
unlicensed cannabis products. 
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000394 


1664 


1498 


164 


1156 


1288 


No there is zero reason for this. 
This will make it harder for 
people with low income to acces 
their Medical plant, mainly 
veterans who need it for PTSD 
and outher medical issues. There 
is no licensing for production of 
alcohol for personal use and | 
believe it should be the same. To 
do otherwise is hypocritical 


You are over regulating this - NO 
Fees No License 

In my view, there should be 
some sort of license required in 
order to sell it as a good to other 
people in the same way that you 
need an permit in order to sell 
alcohol. 


If | do not have to license the 
beer/wine | brew and drink 
myself | should not have to 
license any marijuana | would 
grow and smoke myself. 


Yes, all growers should be 
required to purchase a license, 
and pay a yearly fee. The money 
from this yearly fee will go 
towards paying the inspectors 
and lab testing to ensure that 
they are following the rules. 
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367 _ system of 
aintain oversight 
rs and retailers. 
producers or 
onsumers should be prosecuted 
under the law. However, fees 
should be minimal - they should 
just cover administrative costs 
associated with the licensing of 
the business. Income from the 


industry should come through 


taxation. 
[ESRPS4] The Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations 
(MMPR) set out rigorous requirements over the production, 
packaging, storage and distribution of marijuana. Are these 
types of requirements appropriate for the new system? Are 
there features that you would add, or remove? 
| Response 
1035 Yes. Child proof and pet proof 


packaging should be mandatory 
for all marijuana products. 


1045 


31 000396 


1838 


310 


1282 


980 
224 


Licensed producers should have 
to meet quality standards, like 
for food. 


Labelling with THC and CBD 
ratios should be optional... | like 
it, and would choose a vendor 
who offers that, but | don't think 
it should be necessary. 


| do think edibles should be very 
strictly controlled packaging 
wise... It's so easy to overdose or 
eat the wrong thing. 


| am not familiar enough to 
make any informed input. | 
would like to see clearly labeled 
thc content on product being 
sold, both edibles and 
otherwise. 

Too much regulation and 
security is expensive. These 
producers are not very 
competitive as a result. They 
should be deregulated and 
incorporated into the new 
system. 

Can't comment 

Regulations should be the same 
as for any vegetables. 
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000397 


740 


Rigorous requirements seem like 
a good idea. Childproofing is 
important; the other important 
factor is labeling, which should 
be very clear and easy to 
understand, even for people 
who are borderlineilliterate or 
who are very weak in English. It 
is important that the public 
understand the amount of THC 
in a product and what this 
means in terms of effects; it is 
also important for them to 
understand how different 
methods of consumption affect 
side effects 
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000398 


140 


The current requirements are 
too rigorous. Provided that all 
commercial cannabis is 
produced and packaged by 
licensed producers in 
accordance with government 
standards, there should be no 
limits on production except for 
craft cannabis producers and 
distribution should be through a 
variety of channels, including 
dispensaries (dedicated to 
cannabis and cannabis related 
products only), producer sites 
and internet ordering with mail 
delivery. Cannabis should not be 
sold in liquor stores. 
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000399 


follow the 


la 
worse system tl 
have. Perhaps "vigor: 
requirements should 
those who sel 


35 


000400 


170 


Si je suis un consommateur qui 
produit lui-même sa marijuana, 
il se pourrait que je décide d'en 
acheter quand même à 
condition qu'elle soit de très 
bonne qualité. Je crois que les 
exigences à ce niveau sont assez 
importantes car c'est à peu près 
le seul intérêt que j'aurais à en 
acheter. Je pense que 
l'important au niveau de l'accès 
à la marijuana, c'est que la 
personne qui en vend sache de 
quoi elle parle, et que le produit 
qu'elle vend soit 100% réussi et 
qu'il donne le résultat escompté. 


From my understanding of them, 
| think they could be loosened if 
marijuana was legalized. 
Honestly, treat it like tobacco. 
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000401 


677 


908 


520 


quirements of 
storage the 

ut for quality 
ever the 

model is not 

ucive to a fully legalized 
market. | believe it should be 
able to be purchased by licensed 
dealers and distibutors such as 
courier services, and 
dispensaries that only sell 


age. 


| believe that strict standards 
should remain in place, however 
that consideration must be given 
to cost efficacy for producers 
and consumers therefore 
standards that could be relaxed 
while maintaining the quality of 
the product but decreasing the 
cost for all parties should be. 


no opinion 
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000402 


There should certait 
regulations over the | 


38 


000403 


1153 


, treat marijuana like 
ol or cigarettes. À lower 
barrier to entry enables more 
competition, which in turn, 
benefits the consumer. Package 
cigarettes, small 
without flashy brand 


d 


It should be expanded to allow 
for other types of marijuana 


*. . *. 
In the interim or the long-term 
a 


# Response 


CL EEELEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEELEEEEEEEELZZZ:Z_ RRQ 


CEE 


S 


e to produce 
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1792 


Licensed producers shí 
provide the supply of ma 
as they already have all 1 
appropriate m 


Same as beer and wine. Don't 


wast our money trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 
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000405 


232 


1468 


the licensed producers should 
sell some products to Canadian 
dispensaries operating, licensed 
producers clearly are not 
meeting the demand for even ill 
citizens already in Canada and 
with health permits both by 
product shortage and low quality 
standards etc, but LP's should 
still be allowed to sell to any 
individual without a license mail 
order or through their purchase 
at a dispensary near them if an 
individual chooses their cannabis 
over another, may the best 
cannabis win, maybe the LP's 
can move on to the local farmers 
market. 


They should be allowed to 
compete in the market, but have 
already been given such an 
advantageous head start that 
focus must be on issuing many 
more licenses. Barriers to entry 
must be lowered. 
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000406 


126 


1413 


1562 


230 


Any current producer should 
have their voice heard however | 
feel the big stigma is Amy larger 
scale home grow. Smell and 
safety can become a concern 
and inspection is way too much 
work. 


standards for MMPR producers 
should be reviewed improved 


into the new production licen 
system. 


No comment. 

these producers should be 
allowed/licensed to operate 
with a legalized framework for 
recreational or medical users. 


They should be allowed to 
compete in a open marketplace. 
They should not have any 
preferential treatment 
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000407 


1090 


federal public servic 


Unsure. 
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124 


716 


i do not support the licensed 
producers under the current 
MMPR system. Their products 
are overpriced and mostly are of 
very poor quality. its also 
extremely difficult if not 
impossible to become an LP 
under the current system - the 
government seems to be dead 
set on only giving production 
rights to those with deep 
enough pockets to bribe and 
lobby their way into the system 


The existing producers should be 
licensed to produce under the 
new system. They have facilities 
in place to supply a certain 
amount of product for the 
interim. Once more companies 
are licensed and the supply and 
demand balance the amount of 
new licences issued could be 
reduced to maintain that 
balance and insure a healthy 
industry. 
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000409 


442 


The existing MMPR-licensed 
producers should be 
grandfathered into the new 
system, With licenses granted to 
them on the basis that they have 
already been producing cannabis 
legally. As | feel a licensing 
framework ought to be put in 
place, it seems logical to just 
allow those who have already 
been licensed to have the first 
chance to obtain their license, 
and to be able to do so simply by 
proving that they were licensed 
previously. 
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Jul 25 - 29 


Topline Summary Section 3 - Designing Appropriate 
Distribution System 


222000000000 000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual 0.993 1950 

/ "T YW 

As a representative of a group or organization |. 0.007 13 

| Total Responses 1963 
[Gender] Gender: 

WM 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


I, 


Z 
Z 
Male 0.742 
7 à : 
Female BE 0.228 
Z 
Other _ 0.008 - 
Z 
/ 
‘Prefer not to say 0.021 
Z 
/ Total Responses 1910 
2 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER LEE RRQ ER 
Z 
‘Under 18 0.007 14 
p 
y 7 
118-25 E 0.212 407 
7 gY 
126-34 E 0.359 687 
Z 
(35-44 0.225 432 
45-54 D 0.08 153 
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Z 
7 
55-64 0.076 145 
3 
65 or older 0.019 36 
3 
‘Prefer not to say - 0.022 42 
Z 
/ 
| Total Responses 1916 
" 

[Education] What is the highest level of f | 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p 

Gee EEEEEEEElllz08; 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
se LE LE 
3 
Elementary school or less 0.005 9 
yj 
/ 
Secondary school 0.076 144 
3 cun 
Some post-secondary E 0.14 
Z 


College, vocational or trade school 0.273 520 


Undergraduate university program m 0.279 

Z 

Graduate or professional university program 0.197 375 
Prefer not to say 0.03 

| Total Responses 1902 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Char Percentage Count 
WA 
Alberta : 0.181 346 
2 : 

British Columbia E 0.179 343 
Z g 

| Manitoba E 0.032 61 
New Brunswick 0.022 43 
Z 

{Newfoundland and Labrador 0.013 24 
Northwest Territories 0.002 4 
Nova Scotia 0.035 67 


WS 


A 
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[Nunavut 0.001 1 
Ontario 0.418 801 
Prince Edward Island 0.006 12 
Quebec 0.074 141 
Saskatchewan 0.034 65 
Yukon 0.001 1 
Outside of Canada E 0.003 6 
| Total Responses 1915 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 


Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


0.061 111 


SSS 


SSS 


Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 

Marijuana activist 0.095 i727 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 0.322 582 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes r 0.504 910 

Other (please specify): p 0.15 270 
Prefer Rot to say MM ZZ 1h »1»»üQ 1—»—»Q"»nü— 0.095 172 

| Total Responses 1806 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 
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Response Percentage Count 
0 0 


2 


TJ 
(D 
a) 
ct 
= à 
O 
Q 
TS 
(D 
a) 
un 
on 
O 
e 
D 
Et 
O 
- 
O 
m 
O 
=" 
oa 
D 
= 
N 
Q 
a 
O 
= 
NN 


P? 
H 
P 
QJ 
BNF © 


Of 
ON 
N © 
e Oo 
e Ò 


/ Total Responses 14 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEEEFFFEEFFFEFEF EFE FEE EEE EFE EF 000000000000 


WE 


2 Large Family with similar values 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB A 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Alberta 0.071 1 
EN 0.357 5 


Z 
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Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSNNENT 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


y 


222700707000 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 


H 


WB LL LL LL LL LL LL LL 


1 


ur & UN 


Oo 


Total Responses 


Response 

CFBA - 
www.cannabizassociation.ca 
Ontario POJ 

Vapelated Vapor Lounge 

Up! Cafe 

The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 


Kelz Medical Services Corp 


National Cannabis Assembly of 
Canada 


.071 


Oh h OO OO O0 OO CO Fe 


IE 
i 
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10 
11 
12 


13 


14 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


Gee LEE LL eee eee eee 


Response 


WA RRRRRR HE ECHL 


| agree 
| do not agree 


III 


[DADS1] Which distribution model makes the most sense 


_ Eye Highs Creative Inc. 


Canna Botanicals 
Tantalus Pharmaceuticals LTD 


Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 


Partners Society 
9519297 Canada Incorporated 


Chart 


\ 


Total Responses 


COLA EELS ELLA A ELLLSEELLESELLLASELLLSEELLESEELLASELLLSEELLASELLLESELLLSEELLESELLLESELLLSELLLESELLLASELLLSELLLASELLLASELLLSELLLESELLLASELLLAEELLESELLLASELLLAEELLESELLLASELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLASELLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLSEELLESELLLESELLLAEELLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLLAELLLESELLLESELLESEELLESELLE DD 


Percentage 


IL 
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000416 


922 Only through government 
regulated dispenseries. Think 
“Consumer's Distributing" from 
the 80's or small market LCBO 
stores -- fill out form ( with govt 
regulated ID ) and get the 
product. There MUST be some 


kind of check and balance. 


Another big impac IS OF 
economy, especially on how 


owners. Just allo 
product impacts 


: for people to 
c thout having to dig 


owledge from 


000417 


694 


30 


Storefront distribution is most 
appropriate, as this allows for 
checking identification for age 
requirements and for consumers 
to view, smell, touch and 
possible sample products before 
buying. It also allows for staffing 
of retail outlets with 
knowledgeable staff as to 
product varieties and features. 
This latter point is very 
important. For this reason, 
coupling alcohol distribution 
with marijuana distribution is 
NOT appropriate. Liquor store 
staff have no such expertise. 
Further, couple sales of alcohol 
and marijuana is not appropriate 
to reduce the potential for 
impaired driving, as the two 
have compounding effects which 
are detrimental to safe 
operation of a motor vehicle. 


Vente au comptoir 


000418 


585 


ensed stores in 
, product will simply 
ed and re-sold on the 


obtained by mail, 
local storefront, middl 
spring up to redistribute 
marijuana in accordance with 
local market needs, or buyers 
will simply return to the existi 
_ black market for cc 


1554 | am fully in favour of retail 
storefronts offering a variety of 
dried plant and edible products. I 
believe that this model offers 


convenience and variety to users 
and creates local jobs. | think 
that this model is the best 
balance in terms of economy 
and convenience. 


000419 


1704 


Right now mail distribution 
works for medical marijuana. 


Phased in approach should work. 


not result in 
The storefront appro. 
help prevent illicit an 


les. 


10 


000420 


1126 


1914 


The distribution model that 
makes the most sense to me 
would be the storefront option, 
in keeping with th goal of 
aligning marijuana with alcohol. 
Online mail order seems to me a 
step in the wrong direction. It 
makes it feel more illicit which 
defeats the purpose. Alcohol 
does more harm to society and 
is freely available alongside 
grocery stores and other 
conveniences and | believe 
marijuana should be treated the 
same as alcohol. This will also 
help to make it less stigmatized 
upon legalization. Those who 
love their daily two glasses of 
wine will now have the choice to 
partake of marijuana instead. 


Mail and storefronts that are 
licensed and have clear limits to 
what products may be retailed, 
Strict rules against minors being 
in the store. 


11 


000421 


662 


Storefronts obviously make the 
most sense. There is a mail 
system in place that no one 
uses, because it is overly 
burdensome. The idea of trying 
to put the genie back in the 
bottle is idiotic, frankly 


Distributio sh 
the provincial gover 


12 


000422 


NITS 
distribution. / 
responsibility for 
minors. | 


13 


000423 


688 


[DADS2] To what extent is variation across provinces and 
territories in terms of distribution models acceptable? 


H 


| think specialty stores is the way 
to go as this would force 
merchants to improve on their 
quality to stay in business. 
Municipalities should be able to 
dictate what kind of density to 
have these stores through 
licensing. By-law enforcement 
can ensure the rules are being 
followed. 


Tobacco enforcement would be 
a good model to follow since 
we're good at it. 


allow people choices, to grow 
their own( no more than 15 
mature plants),or buy retail. 
FREEDOM of choice! 


Response 


EE 


561 


| not all provinces 
] liquor stores. 
far as variation 
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1230 


The distribution model should be 
consistent across the country, 
however provinces, territories, 
and municipalities should be 
allowed to decide factors like 
where storefronts can be 
located (for example, a certain 
distance from schools), age at 
which it can be purchased 
(perhaps a country-wide 
maximum age to purchase, but 
provinces can choose to lower 
that age if they wish), and the 
number of plants allowed to 
grow at home. 


15 


000425 


37 


sier for them to 
t. The ease of 


fear that will convey: 
public safety message \ 
trying to communicate. 


1038 There should be a nationwide 
agreement on age limit. 
Otherwise, the same as tobacco 
or alcohol 

274 | would like to see storefront 
distribution applied across the 
entire country. 


16 


000426 


1405 is silly to 
across provinces 
s about if 

or mail distributions 
| lor not. Other provinces 
S should have the ability thought 


to add other forms of models. 


116 Adult usage across the board. 


301 | think it would just be easier if 
this was a federal issue so | 

didn't have to follow 13 different 
sets of regulations depending on 
where | am. 


532 I'm not familiar enough with the 
issues in other provinces to 
comment. | do feel that mail 
order or home growing might be 
a more realistic option in rural or 
remote communities. 


566 As long as people that enjoy 
marijuana and it's effects are 
able to safely procure high 
quality marijuana at affordable 
prices from independent 
growers and storefronts easily 
and without hassle then 
variation is acceptable. 


17 


000427 


70 No variations period! Uniformity 
across the board for everybody. 
It will prevent cross border 
trafficking. It will be safer for 
consumers= same laws and 
regulations. It should be left in 
the hands of the federal 
government. 


territoires. — 
580 no variation. 
994 There should be no variation. 


methods should be equal acro 
the country. | however do 
. believe that the r | 
should be strict 


nt controlled or 
ail order (similar to 


18 


000428 


1210 


Again, flexibility in methods and 
decision to be left with all levels 
of government. The safest 
product as possible needs to be 
made available while trying to 
eliminate the criminal element. 


404 


[DADS3] Are there other models worthy of consideration? 


Should be the same accross 
canada 


| don't think th. 

regional distribution is — 
appropriate. An adult in BC - 
should have the same rights. 
freedoms as an adult in 


Nunavut. 
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# 


Response 


ELLE 


580 


37 


542 


399 


364 


141 


690 
191 


Make marijuana available for 
sale where tobacco and/or 
alcohol is sold 


| do not support the liquor store 
or pharmacy models. 

Cafes would be nice to include a 
social aspect to use. This would 
also be a great tourism draw. 


Not that | can think of. 
Pharmacies? Just have them at 
pharmacies. Honestly I'm 
terrified of the coming days that 
marijuana will be so easily 
accessible. It's okay for some but 
terrible on others (such as those 
predisposed to psychosis, like 
some of my family.) | know it's 
inevitable but damn am | 
worried about my own health 
from second hand marijuana 
smoke. 


no laws at all on cannabis its not 
an evil plant, it want kill u, is 
their harms ya but not the worst 
and most likely you have a 
problem to begin with. all things 
taken be abused 


None that | am aware of. 
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543 


64 


t people who 
eceive it through the 
or from dispensaries 


already. It seems like these 


methods/models could be 
adapted. 


It's important that we don't 
overlook direct delivery. This has 
been the distribution model that 
has long been a part of our 
society. If we ignore it, then it 
will continue, so Canada will 
need to have rules and 
education around how this can 
be done. 


This is especially important for 
medical patients who may have 
difficulty travelling. Direct 
delivery will allow them to have 
proper access. Keep in mind that 
mail order does not cover this 
since it's impossible to measure 
aromatic, visual or other 
properties of the plant over the 
internet. 


21 


000431 


886 | think a variety of options is a 
good idea to allow people to get 
it as they please, easier access 
keeps it out of the black market. 


prodi 
responsable et 
légaux possédant un permi 
participeraient au respect d 
lois. La loi devra établir 
clairement les peines (ai 


r 


certaine restriction 
les 


22 
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1006 


delivery is the only acceptable 
distribution method. 


not so accessible that childrer 
and teens can walk into any lc 
shop and see it, even whe 


legally of aget 


curiosity to a 


there is no need to create a 
separate distribution system for 
this. 
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1107 


599 
408 


FoWn 
d products 


Sharing between home-growers 
should be legal. 

Not sure. 

no. 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Jul 25 - 29 


Topline Summary Section 4 - Enforcing Public Safety 
and Protection 


222000000000 00 UT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual - 0.993 1472 
Z 
AS a representative of a group OF Organization 7 0.007 10 
| Total Responses 1482 
A 

[Gender] Gender: 

. 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage 


Z 
Z 
Male 0.709 
y 5 
Female BE 0.249 
Z 
Other _ 0.011 
2 
y 
Prefer not to say 0.031 
Z 
/ Total Responses 1436 
A 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

WE 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER CEE EEA /@qEEE EE EE@EE@@E EE @E@@Z@@@@@T{@{[AAUMQq@quq@|M@q M@dmqAQgauuduau#@@™UHCU™rift—et]|@MM@[—j}pU#)}[|A—W@qeeOo.:rrttet#e€elKl MDCYU€TECMCeMY/YF[/P'J—”!MdMMCoy,-rroeF)HFM'—MZZui#™_if™_#f#$f$f=$=<$IUI 
Z 
Under 18 0.007 10 
Z 
/ 
18-25 m 0.183 264 
Z 
126-34 no 0.351 507 
Z 
(35-44 0.238 344 
(45-54 E 0.088 127 
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55-64 
65 or older 
‘Prefer not to say 


IKKS, 


SW 


Total Responses 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


Ge LLL DL 


Response 


CEE EEE EEE EEE 


Elementary school or less 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


r LLL ec LU) 


Response 


Chart 


\ 


Total Responses 


Char 


0.087 
0.023 
0.023 


Percentage 


CEE 


0.003 
0.059 


0.145 . 


0.26 

0.296 
0.205 
0.032 


Percentage 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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126 
33 
33 
1444 


Count 
5 


84 


372 


293 


1432 


Count 


WA 


Alberta 
British Columbia 
Manitoba 

‘New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
"Northwest Territories 


Nova Scotia 


A 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSNS SSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


SSSSSSNS 


WS 


N 
S 


0.179 
0.172 
0.038 
0.021 
0.015 
0.003 
0.033 


257 
247 
54 
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Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response 


WEE 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 


represent? 


77770 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.001 
0.425 
0.004 
0.074 
0.032 
0.001 
0.003 


Percentage 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


iProvincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
Indigenous government or group 0 0 
‘Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0.2 2 
‘Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.3 3 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.2 2 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry 0.1 1 
Activist organization/lobby group 0 0 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.2 2 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEEEFFFEEFFFEFEF EFE FEE EEE EFE EF 000000000000 


E 


2 10 individuals in a social club 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Ge LLL LLL cdc 


y 

y 

Alberta 0 0 
Z z = 

/ ; 

Z . . " 7 

7 

British Columbia m 0.2 2 
Z 

2 NW 

Z z 7 

7 

Manitoba D 0.1 1 
Z 2s 
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New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


[020 OG Of 0G Of oO 
Un 


e he 


NNN 


Total Responses 


meGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


ABB BB 


There are 10 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg 


222222000000 


# Response 


Canadian People 

2 auotsun 

3 Ontario POJ 

4 Cannabis Incorporated 

5 C&B Group 

6 Canna Botanicals 

7 Natonal Drug Prevention 
Alliance (UK) 
Edible Impressions 

9 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
P ociety 

10 9519297 Canada Incorporated 


e BB O0 oOo Vl OO oco 


E 
eo 
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Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


r edd 


Response Chart 


| agree 

VE 
| do not agree E 
Total Responses 


1 
0 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSNS 


[EPSP1] How should governments approach designing laws 
that will reduce, eliminate and punish those who operate 
outside the boundaries of the new legal system for 
Marijuanae kñfñOa 


# Response 

ELLE RO 

475 Licensing is needed, much like 
the production, and sales of 
alcohol. 


6 000440 


000441 


for pur 


minors, 


8 000442 


forward by | 


home growers and bl 
growers are of inferior q 
this should resolve happi 


er penalties, etc. — 
adly product, it's not 


000443 


678 | think the current rules around 
trafficking marijuana could be 
maintained in principle and 
amended to apply to those who 
choose to sell marijuana outside 
of the to-be-determined legal 
framework. 


youth. 
| have also had marijuan 

was laced before and it wa 
terrible experience. Mak 
prices of legal marijuana 
comparable to 


d forms of 


10 
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1076 


274 


You are going about this a 
wrong. Create a regulatory 
framework that will allow — 
individuals to participate 


They could use the existing laws 
and adapt them to punish 
offenders who "color outside the 
lines." 

The government currently does 
not enforce the ongoing laws 
sufficiently, and should do so. 


11 
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224 Is there a need to traffic or sell if 
legalization is done right? 


35 better establish the boundaries 
first before you talk about 
punishing for the unknown. 


[EPSP2] What specific tools, training and guidelines will be 
most effective in supporting enforcement measures to 
protect public health and safety, particularly for impaired 


Testing for marijuana use as is 
done with the legal limit for 
alcohol is a necessity. 
Technology should be developed 
to ensure this is a possibility. 
Impaired driving is the same 
whether it is marijuana or 


alcohol. 


12 
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104 


416 


70 


Same as alcohol. Maybe find a 
way to take a saliva test as a 
blood test is invasive as well as 
inaccurate as to the time period 
after consumption. To be fair, 
police are still trying to find a 
way to more effectively enforce 
laws amongst human beings 
without shooting them in certain 
situations. 


Unknown 
How do you measure how . 
impaired someone is, | would 
like to know more about the 
technology that allows for 
accurate measurement 


Having seen oral fluid testing in 
action, | believe that it, along 
with officer training, will be 
valuable tools in deterring illegal 
use. 

It is difficult to determine 
impairment. A positive drug test 
may not mean impairment. 
Impaiment may be determined 
by eratic driving or the presence 
of smoke. Must be actual smoke 
since the oder is very pungent 
and may linger. 


13 


000447 


marijuan 
does not mean that you 
high at the time of an accide 
The government should be 
cautious in criminally ch 


A hand held device such as a 
breathalizer should be used to 
test for impaired driving. The 
same penalties should apply to 
anyone found driving impaired 
in any way. 


14 
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1118 Élaboration d'un test de 
dépistage du cannabis, barrage 
routier (au même titre que pour 
l'alcool) pour la vérification de 
l'état des conducteurs. Il est 
impossible cependant de penser 
que jamais personne ne 
conduira sous l'influence de 
cette drogue. Emphase sur la 
peine que peut entraîner pour 
un conducteur de conduire avec 
les facultés affaiblies. 


Continue to screen for d 
drugged driving as they do nt 
Develop accurate technology 
that would aid in determining if 


operate a motor v 
side general impai 
(testing of mot 
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000449 


710 


1242 


480 


| know other users claim they 
can drive just fine but that's 
hogwash. As a medical user l'd 
never think about driving after 
using my vaporizer. Hopefully 
they can come up with a device 
police can use and a limit for the 
amount of THC in one's system. 
PSA's aimed at children 
considering marijuana might be 
okay but only if cannabis stops 
being demonized. 


A field sobriety test should be 
administrated. 

i dont think they should drive 
impaired as it puts risk's on 
every one even the driver driving 
impaired 

There should be studies done to 
calculate what is cannabis 
Impairment. As well there 
should be tools in place so a 
Peace officer can properly 
measure the impairment not just 
the level of cannabis in ones 
system. Due to the stigma that is 
related to cannabis use a major 
education campaign on the 
benefits and side effects of 
cannabis are. 
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562 


First, some unit of measure 
needs to be established on what 
constitutes a legal limit of 
Marijuana in one's system so 
that an illegal limit can be set as 
a guideline. Once said unit is 
established, there needs to be 
an accurate way to measure said 
unit in the field. There probably 
isn't anything like that currently, 
but this provides an opportunity 
for scientific ventures for 
Canadians. 
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000451 


478 


490 


The personal health risks/harms 
associated with a particular drug 
are most usefully divided into 
toxicity and 'addictiveness'- that 
is, a drug's propensity to cause 
dependence. The level of risk 
associated with a given drug's 
toxicity and propensity to cause 
dependence is then moderated 
by a series of behavioral 
variables, and by the 
predispositions of the individual 
user. These can be described on 
an individual or on a 
population/sub-population basis. 
A distinction needs to be made 
between short term acute 
toxicity (for example, death 
following respiratory arrest from 
a heroin overdose) and long 
term chronic toxic effects (for 
example, death from liver 
cirrhosis after decades of heavy 
drinking). It is both possible and 
useful to quantify and thus rank 
the degree to which a particular 
drug will tend to be associated 
Marijuana impaired driving is 
not as dangerous as alcohol and 
has not been a problem 
currently, so | don't see the need 
for any changes once marijuana 
is legalized. 
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000452 


204 Enforcement is not an issue with 
a LEGAL substance. So none. 


. . . 
. 
| . . | . ? 
WEE FE FEE LUELLA PAELLA PAELLA LAPS FEE FEE FEE EEE FEE EFE FEE 7 


bi — Mino  — 

| Yes definitly. A - 
more dangerous (o 
imparing and is widely a 
in a number of public-acc 
spaces outside the home. | 
personaly prefer to smoke 
outside the home. At the beac 


in nature, not coope up | 


been implicatec 
human risk factor Plenty of 


hefix.com/content 
di tive-drugs-to- 


nih.gov/pu 
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1176 
990 


marijuana is bei ng sl 
should additionally be 
constrained by the same 
that currently restrict sm 


Smoke inhalation is an issue. 
The same rules that apply to 
cigarettes in public spaces 
should apply to marijuana to 
account for people who do not 
want to inhale the smoke. 
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000454 


766 | feel that following the alcohol 
model of bars and restaurants is 
acceptable. 


Consumption outside of the 
home or the aforementioned 
businesses should be 
discouraged or deemed similar 
to public intoxication laws. 


legally license 
bars are good. Park: 
with lots of families a 
so good. - 
This is going to be tc 
and will come dc 


. Once again 
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1118 


306 


1330 


Pour les produits fumés, on n'a 
qu'à suivre les mêmes règles que 
pour le tabac. 

Pour ce qui est des produits 
comestibles (aliments et 
boissons), je ne vois pas très 
bien comment on peut contrôler 
les endroits où ils seront 
consommés... 

Pourtant, je prédis que d'ici 
quelques années, ces produits 
comestibles constitueront les 
produits de cannabis 
majoritairement consommés. 


bars, smoke shops, vape 
lounges, age limit same tobacco 
laws for schools 

No, | think that it should be kept 
in home or specialty businesses 
(marijuana bars) the same as 
alcohol, 

Yes cannabis clubs should be 
allowed to serve customers who 
can consume on site. otherwise 
treat like tobacco. 
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1358 There should be places that you 
can go to smoke a joint like 
Holland has cafe's that it's ok to 
smoke Cannabis outside of your 
own home.Vap bars are good 
and they can check for age also 
opens new business.Much like 
bars that make money selling 
alcohol | don't drink so | would 
like to have a place | can 
go.we're it's ok to smoke 
Cannabis. 


outside. Like tobacco, it shoul 
be away from buildings. For 
example Amsterdam allows it to 


sn't rocket science. 

.much less toxic than 
nt alcohol, so 

strictures to 
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1008 


900 


Marijuana should be able to be 
consumed in public the way that 
cigarettes may be consumed in 
public. Having cafes for 
marijuana consumption 
increases youths’ awareness of 
marijuana consumption. 
Consumption in public should be 
discrete (vape pens or joints vs 
bongs and pipes) 


Personally, | would have no 
problems with cafes that sell it, 
like in Amsterdam. | would 
suggest that it not be sold in 
places where alcohol can be 
bought. The combination would 
be bad news. 


where smokers can, 

Same rules as smoking cigarettes 
- outside, not on patios, not near 
doorways. Ask marijuana users 
to be considerate around others. 
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1344 


1167 


Absolutely not. Marijuana 
combines the worst of smoking 
and alcohol, with respect to 
smell, second-hand smoke, 
people being impaired, etc. You 
can't smoke in bars because 
nobody who isn't smoking wants 
to deal with that, and you can't 
drink outside because then 
you'd have teenaged hooligans 
and alcoholics causing problems. 
The problems that are present 
both apply to weed, and it 
seems to me that a reasonable 
person considerate of the 
concerns of others would have 
to conclude that the home is the 
only place weed could be 
smoked. 


For recreational marijuana 
consumption should be limited 
similar to alcohol and tobacco, 
which is to say at home or in 
adult-only public locations. 
Medical cannabis can be given 
some leeway in this, but not 


smoked varieties. No smoking is 
no smoking - period. 
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e allowed 
public 
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Topline Summary Section 5 - Accessing Marijuana 
for Medical Purposes 


222000000000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual - 0.991 2909 
Z 
AS a representative of a group OF organization 7 0.009 25 
| Total Responses 2934 
a 

[Gender] Gender: 

. 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage 


I, 


Z 
A 
Male 0.713 
7 à 
Female Lo 0.257 
Z 
Other 0.007 
Z 
y 
Prefer not to say 0.023 
A 
/ Total Responses 2865 
2 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 
A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER (110 RO 
A 
Under 18 0.013 37 
/ F 
18-25 B 0.228 656 
A 
126-34 ES 0.272 782 
Z 
(35-44 0.206 592 
(45-54 E 0.128 368 
A 
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Z 
p 
55-64 0.107 308 
A 
65 or older 0.029 84 
A 
‘Prefer not to say : 0.017 49 
Z 
| Total Responses 2876 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of formal 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
se | 
Z 
Elementary school or less : 0.005 14 
p p 
Secondary school E 0.114 328 
Z ' 
Some post-secondary 4 0.167 
Z 


College, vocational or trade school 0.328 942 


Undergraduate university program _ 0.199 

Graduate or professional university program 0.148 426 

/ 

Prefer not to say 0.04 

| Total Responses 2876 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Char Percentage Count 
SI A (EOC | JJ"lsqci 
Alberta 0.162 465 
British Columbia 0.236 680 
/ 
| Manitoba 0.037 106 
New Brunswick 0.025 71 
Z 
{Newfoundland and Labrador 0.013 37 
Northwest Territories 0.002 6 
Nova Scotia 0.048 137 


WS 


A 


2 000462 


Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


Total Responses 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response Chart 


WEE 


Healthcare professional 


Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes E 
Other (please specify): E 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


Total Responses 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 


0.001 
0.339 
0.003 
0.058 
0.043 
0.001 
0.033 


Percentage 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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2876 


Count 


141 


000463 


;Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 
Indigenous government or group 


Academic or research organization 

Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 

Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 


k 

(D 
ie) 
ct 
D 
O 
a) 
“s 
(D 
ie) 
un 
on 
O 
e 
o 
ef 
O 
= 
O 
um! 
O 
— 

oa 
a) 
= 
N 
a) 
et 
O 
2 


SSSSSS 


SSSSSSS 


Business or Industry 
Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEFEEF EFE EF FEE FEE FEE FEE FEFE EFE FEEFEFFVFEFEFFFF 000000000000 


H Response 


1 Rural Ontarians grouping 
together for a louder voice 


Percentage 


0 

0.034 
0.069 
0.034 
0.172 
0.207 


0.138 
0.172 
0.172 


Count 


0 


O VF hM 
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Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


2 MMAR license holder 
(designated person production 
license) who spent tens of 
thousands applying for MMPR 
license, built a facility to MMPR 
standards, just to repeatedly 
have application disapproved 
based on not meeting standards, 
even though we had lawyers and 
consultants who reviewed the 
application and said was 
adequate. 


A group of people and friends 


Canadian association of social 
workers 
Spiritual 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Ge LEE LL) 


Response Percentage 
té 7741114 RER RO 
y 
Alberta 0.115 3 
EM : " - 

British Columbia _ 0.308 8 
A . 

Manitoba 0.115 3 
A 

A 

7 . 

New Brunswick 0.038 1 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
y 

y ‘ " 

Northwest Territories 0 0 
p 

Nova Scotia 0 0 
p 

A 

Z 

Nunavut 0 0 
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4 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSS 


SSIS 


Total Responses 


BSS 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


Gee LLL EEE EEE EEE EEEEEEElllt08; 


2 | | i i | | 
OL ELLE LITTLE LIT TT TITI TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL FETTE FETTE TT TTL TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TT TT TT LIST ETT TT TT TITI TT TT TT TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TSI TT TITI TT IST ST IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT ITS TITI IST IT IIS TITI IS TITI IS TITI TITI ET TS 


# Response 

CEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE RRQ 
| Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society (B.C. registered - 


operating nationally) 


ON 
N 
\ 


Canadian National Medical 


3 - Canadian People 
Ontario POJ 

5 Practitioners for Medicinal 
Cannabis. 

6 Cannabis Incorporated 

D... Canna Naturals 

8 CAMCD 

10 Grey Toque Gang 

11 : 

12 Natural Order Health Services 

6 


e OFF oOC€o) 
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13 
14 
15 
16 
17 


18 


19 


20 
21 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


CLL LLL lll 


Nature's Way Organics 


‘Church of the Universe 


Standards 

The Saakatchewan Medical 
Cannabis Association 

Natonal Drug Prevention 
Alliance (UK) 

River City Genetics 

Coming Out of the Closet 
Cannabis Club 

Cascade Cultivation Inc. 
9519297 Canada Incorporated 


East Coast Seeds 
Canada Medical Cannabis 
Growers Coop 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
r l'accés à l'infori 
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ation. 
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Response Chart Percentage Count 


|| agree 0.889 24 
| do not agree 0.111 3 
| Total Responses 27 


[AMMP1] What factors should the government consider in 
determining if appropriate access to medically authorized 
persons is provided once a system for legal access to 
marijuana is in place? 


EIPEEEFETEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEFEEEEEEEEEEEEEFEEEEFEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEFEEEEEEFEEEEEEEEEEEEEFEEEEEEEEFEEEEFEEEEEE FE FEE LS ES TS LS LS TS LS LT TS EE EET LS LT TS EFFET EE LS TS FEET EE LT TS LS LT TS TS LT TS TS FEET LS LT TS EFFET EE LT TS EE TTL TS TS LT ET TS II EI IS II I IS IT TS 


d Response 


AAA 


| Cost to the patient. 
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998 


556 


1959 


The government should consider 
price, quality and availability. 


If the price is too high or at least 
above black market prices, the 
government will be doing 
patients a disservice. People 
should have safe and affordable 
access. 

If the quality is too low, or lacks 
diversity in strains and means of 
medicating (flowers, oil, edibles), 
that can pose an issue too. A 
variety of strains and methods 
should be available so people 
have access to the strain the 
need in the form they prefer. 
Finally, availability should not be 
so strict that it is prohibitive. 
People should come before 
profits. If Canadians can brew 
their own beer, then why should 
prohibition continue to exist by 
preventing people from growing 
their own plants. Where are the 
victims? 


Low cost overhead options 
should be preferred. 


Physician involvement. 
Prescription. 
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edibile ect.) 
. of cbd and thc pt 
their specific need. 


10 
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1366 


1302 


915 


631 


The governments need to 
acknowledge that there is a 
difference between the 
recreational user, and the 
medical user. And, medical 
users should not only have 
access, but the cost of their 
supply should be subsidized by 
pharmacare. Also, | do believe 
that minors should have access 
as well, regardless of age limits, 
when prescribed by a doctor. 


As it is now,medical dispensaries 
are not meeting a timely limit to 
fulfill patients needs. 


Can they get that strain or one . 
very close that day? 

Do that have to renew t 
medical document ever 


11 


000471 


2074 


| think a person should be able 
to access medical marijuana any 
time they have medication for a 
disease that marijuana could 
potentially treat. For example, if 
my doctor gave me a 
prescription for T-3's, | should 
have the option to buy medical 
marijuana instead. 


currently do. The 
should be covered unt 
provincial health plans 


OHIP and pri 
nsurance 
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1969 


newfound more string 


narrower band and only minor 
further legislation would be 
necessary, imposing the 


conditions. 
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1052 


Same factors as last time. Please 
understand some of us need a 
large quantity of marijuana and 
at current costs it would 
essentially take all the money i 
make in a month to pay for the 
product | need. | would hope 
that the government of Canada 
would allow those who have a 
required monthly amount for 
lets say 300 grams or more for 
example to have their own grow 
like before. Without the 
personal grow those individuals 
including myself would be 
paying upwards of 3000.00 a 
month for their medication. 
That's taking into consideration 
that medical insurance would 
not cover any costs. The other 
option is to not let us grow BUT 
ONLY IF we are covered under 
medical insurance plans of 
upwards of 80% of cost. If you 
let me buy carrots in store for 
example, and you let me grow 
them in my garden, then the 
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1152 


| believe that medical marijuana 
should be available by mail order 
or at the pharmacy with little or 
no taxation. This would be 
prescription by a doctor and 
should also include the ability to 
grow it for medical use. | believe 
that there should be fines for 
reselling any medical marijuana, 
home grown or medically 
supplied. 

| do not believe that the potency 
of Marijuana should be 
restricted either medically or 
recreationally. Let the users 
decide the strength of product 
to use. 


Any and all access should be 
afforded for every patient, 
dispensary or LP. It should 


own medicine. Restricting this in 
any way is restricting the right to 
live a life free of medical ailment 


tical drugs. 
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289 


2220 


king medical 
marijuana users instead of 
everybody else? Maybe they 
would have the best input? 


Factors to consider: 

- those who use medical 
marijuana may not be physically 
able to grow & harvest their own 
plants so marijuana pharmacies 
are very necessary 

- the pharmacies create variable 
strengths depending upon what 
ails a patient. They can 
manipulate both CBD and THC 
levels in their concoctions to 
best suit patient needs. This 
must be continued and 
furthered because it is fabulous 
but very few pharmacies exist 
and it is not covered by any 
health insurance so only wealthy 
patients can currently get relief 
and that is not the kind of 
society | want to live in. 
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Topline Summary Section 1 - Minimizing Harms of 
Use 
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[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Bá 


Response Chart Percentage unt 
A . . . 
As an individual 0.997 17301 
: : t | 
As a representative of a group or organization 4 0.003 44 


Total Responses 17345 


III 


nder] Gender: 


ri 


Response Percentage Count 


CL] AA AAAAAPuutttbPF /VUEEUMEWNHUU^EA PAMZttttttsl| AAAWA9PEPHU)]EOUMAI 7 


Male 


Female 
Other 
Prefer not to say 


0.014 236 
Total Responses 17142 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


A hati ? 
ge What Is your age: 
WT 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


rd 


Under 18 0.017 288 
18-25 B 0.361 6193 
26-34 Dn 0.386 6636 
35-44 0.141 2426 
45-54 0.05 861 
(55-64 0.029 502 


SSS 


IKKKÇ 


SSS 


WS 
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65 or older 
Prefer not to say 


BSS 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


BOOM MMM MMM) 


Response 


mi 
(D 
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(D 
2 
ct 
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s 
< 
un 
O 
-— 
O 
o 
O 
s 
D 
un 
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Secondary school 

Some post-secondary 

College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SKK 


G) 
“s 
ie) 
Q 
= 
[en 
ctr 
(D 
O 
um 
D 
S 
O 
—h 
(D 
on 
€ 
O 
= 
3 
- 
2 
< 
t 
mn] 
on 
ct 
< 
D 
O 
O 
oa 
Ja 
ie) 
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Prefer not to say 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


BB 


Response 
Alberta 
British Columbia 
Manitoba 
New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 
Nunavut 
Ontario 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


A 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.009 
0.007 


Percentage 


WB A 


0.006 
0.095 


0.187. 


0.277 
0.278 
0.143 
0.014 


Percentage 


0.168 
0.16 

0.043 
0.022 
0.016 
0.002 
0.038 
0.001 
0.425 


147 
123 
17176 


unt 


2890 
2/49 
730 
375 
273 
34 
649 
10 
7/287 
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Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


IIQQKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKRRKKRRKKRRRRRRRRRR 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply). 


WA CLL VM HHH 


Response 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


tés What type of group/organization do you 
epresent? 


Ep! IB 


Total Responses 


hart 


EMT 
ES 


Total Responses 


0.005 
0.073 
0.034 
0.001 
0.013 


Percentage 


WB A 


0.071 
0.013 


0.011 


0.059 
0.114 
0.005 
0.028 
0.138 
0.078 
0.227 
0.512 
0.167 
0.09 


84 
1254 
584 
17 
230 
17166 
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Response Chart Percentage 


VI 


3 000479 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 

ndigenous government or group 

Healthcare association or organization 

Academic or research organization 

Non- Governmental Organization or non-profit 

Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 


SSS 


Business or Industry 
Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


Total Responses 


NANN 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


1E 


Chart 


dé 


Alberta 
|British Columbia TL 
Manitoba 


New Brunswick 


2 


Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 


Yukon 


SSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


RSS 


0.051 
0.017 
0.051 
0.085 
0.186 
0.085 


0.153 
0.102 
0.271 


0.143 
0.179 
0.036 
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Outside of Canada 


IG, 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


V DM MMM. 


There are 45 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 


LL LE LL LA LL LL V FEE EF LL ELL LEE LLL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LA 


13 


14 
15 


16 


17 


18 
19 


esponse 


MacaqueTV 
Canadian People 
band 

Ontario POJ 

Up! Cafe 

RCAF 

Pharmacy 

Rapid Fire Theatre Company 
Chronic Pain Toronto | 
Nig 

It's just me and my 


Farmer 
Stronghold Data Solutions Inc. 


SwimJet Inc 
try Brazilian Jiu-Jitsu 


The Conservative Party of 
Canada 


Cannabis Canada United 


56 
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20 The Real Barrie Cannabis Club 


undation 

26 The Kootenay's Medicine Tree 
~ Eurofins Experchem 
Glacial.gold 

AWLDM 


Barrie Cannabis Club 
Farend Natural Products 

Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society — 
Church of the Universe 


Government of Algeria 
Simon Fraser U 
School of Business 
Cannevert Therapeutics 
Pieces to Pathways 

Breakaway Addiction Services 


43 | 
44 Horizons Residents 
45 UNES DE 
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[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


WI 


A : : = 
| agree 0.837 41 

y P 

Z 

| do not agree E 0.163 8 

A 

y 

Z 

| Total Responses 49 

2 


[MHU1] Do you believe that these measures are 
appropriate to achieve the overarching objectives to 
minimize harms, and in particular to protect children and 
youth? Are there other actions which the Government 
should consider enacting alongside these measures? 


222222200000 00000007 


esponse 


BB LL LL LL 


7 000483 


8922 


| think that limiting the variety 
and potency of legal marijuana 
products will inevitably 
counteract what we are trying to 
achieve with legalization. If only 
an inferior product is available, 
then there will be a market for 
the product that the consumer 
wants, which will continue to sell 
outside the scope of 
government regulations. | think 
the best way to minimize the 
harms is to ensure a wide variety 
of products are available, and 
ensure consumers are educated 
and products are clearly labeled. 
Outside of that this is a personal 
freedom issue. If the 
government tries to control too 
much then all this is for nothing 
and the gangs are still in 
business. 
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. believe the minir 
buy marijuana shoulc 
years old. This is my p 
)pinion whicl 
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dangers of cons 
brain is st 
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000486 


4284 


7432 


9715 


| hope positive changes happen 
from this. Making retail locations 
discourages criminal activity as 
long as retail can lower prices 
making the sale of marijuana 
pointless to criminal 
organizations. Another benefit 
would be setting the minimal 
age for purchase. | do not 
believe the maximum potency is 
an issue, and should be the 
choice of the user. Alcohol is 
available in very high 
concentrations and the option is 
left to the consumer. 


Yes, | do. However, | would be 
careful not to veer too far into 
over regulation. Adults should 
be given the benefit to choose 
for themselves how much to 
purchase. That said there should 
be limits, however, there should 
be a wide margin for adults to 
purchase personal marijuana. 


Yes, but more research for 
children and youth use of CBD is 
needed, easier access and 


regulations for medical 


11 
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marijuan: 
product restrictions as 


ndividual w 


Age limits are appropriate 
measures that | support. 


12 
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7575 


5426 


12121 


sing per person 
1/2 an ounce should 
cient. Makes it less likely 


Disagree with measure 4, "Limits 
of allowable THC potency in 
marijuana". Accurate labeling of 
potency is necessary, along with 
warnings or a way for consumers 
to understand the displayed 
potency. 


Disagree with measure 6, 
"Limitations on quantities for 
personal possession". There is 
no such limit on alcohol or 
tobacco. This is not the right way 
to curb illicit markets, since it 
might punish people who had no 
intent on participating in such a 
market, yet went over the limit 
for other reasons. 


Ces mesures sont appropriées. 
Le taux de THC devrait être 
limité à 12% 


13 
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9218 


1019 


There should be no limits of 
allowable THC potencyin 
marijuana. Nor should taxation 
and price control be designed to 
be a deterrent. Both measures 
would just incentivise users to 
return to the black market. 


Most of these measures seem 
fine. 
The portion on advertising and 


allowance for advertisin; 
alcohol. 


14 
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12906 


6087 


ON THE SUBJECT OF #2: | believe 
the current stance is logical, but 
would like to see marijuana see 
similar advertisement 
treatments as Alcohol, for it has 
been shown that Alcohol is a far 
more dangerous substance than 
Marijuana. Citation: 
https://goo.gl/IFmu7D 


ON THE SUBJECT OF #3: Taxation 
is great as a revenue stream but 
be VERY WEARY. If the taxes are 
set too high (similar to alcohol) 
then the already existing 
black/gray market will continue 
to thrive. This can already be 
seen with Dispensaries in 
Vancouver and Victoria, BC. Even 
though the quality of the 
product and establishment 
exceed "dealer" weed, many 
consumers will still use their 
"dealer" because of the lower 
costs associated with it. If the 
tax precedent is set too high, the 
community will be impacted 


The measures mentioned above 
are adequate. 
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4899 


er: 


ng is a very 


danger controlling them would 
lead to black market brands 
taking over. À pamphlet, or 
educational video included with 


13602 Once it's legal | doubt marijuana 
will still have quite the kind of 
allure it currently does. Giving it 
the same protections as 
cigarettes and/or alcohol seems 


reasonable. 
7279 For the most part, yes. 
6848 | believe this to be a good 


starting framework for the 
legalization of marijuana. 


16 000492 


[MHU2] What are your views on the minimum age for 
purchasing and possessing marijuana? Should the minimum 
age be consistent across Canada, or is it acceptable that 
there be variation amongst provinces and territories? 


H 


r EEE EE EE EEE EE EEE EE EEE EE CEE Ee EE EE EME EEE EE CE EEE EE EEE EEE EE Ee EEE LLL LLL LLL LLLA 


11330 


632 


Logistically, | believe the 
minimum age should be 
consistent with the Province's 
minimum age to purchase 
alcohol. That being said, if 
scientific evidence supports a 
decrease or increase of the age | 
think the evidence should 
dictate the age. i.e. if there is a 
heightened risk before the brain 
has fully developed at 25, | 
would support an amendment 
so long as their is a 
demonstrated risk. 


Same as alcohol and cigarettes. | 
consider both to be much worse 
in terms of negative health 
consequences. 


17 
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11839 


2578 


2830 


if alcohol and 
oducts are 
ble by 18 year olds, 
uana should not be any 


different. | feel that alcohol has 


the potential to do more 
damage to youth than 
marijuana. 

There should be a federal 
minimum , but allow provinces 
to enact laws that create a 
higher minimum. 

Should be 21 just like how the 
states in Colorado and 
Washington are doing. In fact 
Colorado has the smallest 
amount of youth pot use by 
providing safeguards like driver 
license 


18 


000494 


young people | think tha 
consent to treatment o 


19 
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11262 


4397 


9572 


| believe the minimum age 
should be around 19 since by the 
time you're the age of majority 
you have the ability to consider 
the risks versus the rewards and 
choose whether to use 
marijuana accordingly. Just 
because it can affect you until 
your brain fully matures does 
not mean it should be restricted 
up until that age, since people 
should have the autonomy to 
decide for themselves by the 
time they are adults. It depends 
whether it's regulated nationally 
or provincially whether there is 
variation among provinces as far 
as | can tell, | assume it won't be 
regulated nationally so | expect 
some variation just like with the 
US. 


Legal purchase age should be 
consistent with alcohol purchase 
age by province. 

Minimum age should be 
consistent across Canada to 
avoid confusion from out of 
province consumers. 


20 
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5532 


705 


9702 
2794 


14581 


Same as alcohol and voting. If 
the government considers you 
an adult at 18 in terms of the 
military or voting, it should be 
no different for alcohol or 
marijuana purchase. 


The ability to buy marijuana 
should be limited to adults and 
therefore anyone who is 18 
years or older should be able to 
buy and smoke it wherever they 
are in the country. 


None. 

| believe the age should be 21, 
however, | also believe the legal 
drinking age should be 21. If you 
can purchase alcohol and 
cigarettes at 19, then marijuana 
should be the same considering 
it is much less harmful. Actually, 
raise the age of purchasing 
cigarettes and alcohol to 25, and 
the age of purchasing and 
possessing marijuana at 21. 


| believe the age should be set at 


21 


000497 


13816 


10162 


It's acceptable for the provinces 
to choose their own age 
requirement, but | feel it should 
be no higher than 21 federally. 
Marijuana is safe when 
vaporized. | used marijuana 
when | was 16 years old, and | 
still vaporize it today at age 21. 
From my personal experience | 
have not had any noticeable 
issues in brain function. | think it 
has made me less anxious and 
more happy in life overall. It is 
certainly safe for someone at 
age 19. 


18 because if you can die for 
your country you should be able 
to indulge 


22 
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12260 


5885 


To be blunt, it's a double edged 
sword. While the Provinces and 
Territories should set the age 
requirement (minimum) to the 
age requirement to purchase 
alcohol or enter a casino, the 
other way the Government 
could go, is having a Federal age 
(like 18 or 19 years old, but no 
more than 20 years old) as the 
minimum age, and that way it 
would be easier to understand 
for Canadians looking to access 
legal marijuana. As long as the 
Government creates easy-to- 
understand, simple, but strictly 
monitored rules and systems, | 
think that the Government 
would have a much easier time 
with regards to creating the 
rules and systems to make 
marijuana legal in Canada. Strict 
penalties should be in place for 
any underage marijuana 
consumption. In British 
Columbia for example, the 
penalty for distributing liquor to 


| believe the age limit should be 
similar to that of Alcohol. | also 
believe that 18 or 19 is old 
enough, and 25 is redundant as 
many will have to resort to 
illegal means otherwise. 
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000499 


8172 | believe that the minimum age 
for purchasing marijuana should 
be 18 or 19 across Canada, 
because at that age you are a 
legal adult and should have 
more responsibility for your 
actions. From personal 
experience, marijuana is much 
easier to get than legal age- 
restricted drugs such as alcohol 
and tobacco. Alcohol is 
impossible to get as a 15-year 
old without forging an identity 
or paying someone to purchase 
it for you. Making marijauna a 
substance that must be 
purchased by someone of age 
will make it more difficult for us 
to obtain. 


aar — | - | think it would make the most 
sense and be the easiest to just 
follow current age restrictions 
for alcohol in each province, 
though ideally this would be 18 
country wide. 
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Topline Summary Section 2 - Establishing Safe 
Responsible Production System 


222000000000 000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


Z à | 
As an individual - 0.994 2301 
Z 
As a representative of a group or organization LL 0.006 13 
/ 
/ Total Responses 2314 
A 

[Gender] Gender: 

. 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage 


I, 


Z 
2 
Male 0.736 
y ; : 
jFemale E 0.23 
Z 
Other _ 0.01 
A 
Z 
Prefer not to say 0.023 
A 
/ Total Responses 2249 
2 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 

A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER YEE EE RRQ 
A 
‘Under 18 0.007 15 
Z 
Z 7 
18-25 E 0.21 473 
A 
126-34 E 0.357 804 
/35.44 0.212 477 
,45-54 Ee 0.096 216 
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Z 
(55-64 0.082 185 
A 
65 or older 0.021 47 
A 
‘Prefer not to say : 0.016 37 
Z 
/ Total Responses 2254 
CA 

[Education] What is the highest level of formal 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p : 

UA 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
WEE 
Elementary school or less 0.003 6 
p 
Secondary school 0.067 151 
A 
‘Some post-secondary 0.146 
Z 


College, vocational or trade school 0.274 614 


| ndergraduate university program e 0.285 

Graduate or professional university program 0.196 439 
Prefer not to say 0.029 

| Total Responses 2241 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Char Percentage Count 
III | (| (1 | (uq (I JJ" €. 
Alberta - 0.182 411 
British Columbia ES 0.181 409 
| Manitoba D 0.034 76 
New Brunswick 0.019 42 
Z 
{Newfoundland and Labrador 0.016 35 
/ 

Northwest Territories 0.003 6 
Nova Scotia 0.036 81 


WS 


A 
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[Nunavut 0.001 2 
Ontario 0.402 907 
Prince Edward Island 0.005 11 
Quebec 0.081 183 
Saskatchewan 0.035 78 
Yukon 0.001 3 
Outside of Canada 0.005 12 
| Total Responses 2256 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage 


WE 


Healthcare professional 
Law enforcement professional 
Lawyer 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 0.069 146 
Researcher or academic 0.137 
"Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 0.01 


Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 0.166 353 
Marijuana activist 0.089 igo 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 0.339 720 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes r 0.496 1054 
Other (please specify): p 0.149 317 
Prefer not to say 0.089 188 

| Total Responses 2123 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 
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Response 


2 


TJ 
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/ Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE FEE FFFFEFEFFFEEE EFE EF FEE EFFFEEEFFFEEFFFFEE EFE 000000000000 


1 Rural Ontarians grouping 
together for a louder voice 

2 Religious organization 

3 Group of residents in a youth 


emergency shelter 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB A 


Response Chart 


Percentage 
0 


0 


Percentage 


Count 
0 


O 
0 
0 
4 
1 


Count 
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Alberta 


Z 


0 
0.231 


0 
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Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


[70 00 0000 


e he OF ON OO O0 © OC © 
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IE 
w 


Total Responses 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


y 


There are 13 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 
H Resp 
1 Syro Farms 
Canadian People 
3 Canadian People 
4 Ontario POJ 
5 Dispensary 
6 Up ! Cafe 
7 The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 
anna Botanicals 
9 N Drug Prevention 


000505 


10 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society 


11 Church of the Universe 
12 Peloton Pharmaceuticals Inc. 
13 Horizons Youth 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


Gee LLL EEE EE EEE LL) 


Response Chart 


YEE LL @@œZZœZRLOO AAAA G 


| agree 
Total Responses 


\ 


| do not agree 


IIS 


Percentage 
923 
0.077 


Count 


13 
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[ESRPS1] What are your views on the most appropriate 
production model? Which production model would best 
meet consumer demand while ensuring that public health 
and safety objectives are achievable? What level and type 
of regulation is needed for producers? 


EFE FEE FEE EE FEE FEE FEE V FEE SELLES ELLE LES EL ELLE EL ELLES ELLE ILES ELLE ES ELLE ES EE ES ELLE LS EE LE ES EEE ES EEE LES EEE LES ET EE SET ETES ET LL ES ELLE ES ETES LES ETES LES EVE V EVE EE E EE ES EVE ES ET ELLES ET ELLES ET ELLES ET ELLES E EE E ET ELLES EFE EE ES EVE EE ES ETES EE EVE ETES EE ETES EFE ES ETS E LES ESS E ETES ETS 


# Response 


EEE ER 


7 000507 


1290 


1415 


1749 


| think a mix of all three types, 
government, private, and home 
production is a good idea. For 
rural communities it may be 
harder to get government 
produced goods, unless it can be 
sold online and shipped, so 
home production and private 
companies could fill the gap. 
Having strict regulations is 
something | think is very 
important and is very much 
lacking in our current 
uncontrolled model. | am 
continuously hearing about 
people overdosing on fentanyl 
laced marihuana so being able to 
buy marihuana from a safe and 
trusted source is imperative. 
There needs to be randomized 
testing to ensure that the 
product being sold is pure and of 
the THC and CBD content stated. 


Private model would be good 
with an independent body 
determining licenses. 

A competitive market model, 


with moderate regulation similar 


the alcohol industry. 


000508 


656 


1160 


Home grown by regular citizens 
is the best way to grow 
marijuana. This will create jobs 
(Farming, Trimming, Packing) 
and boost the economy for small 
towns. People with large 
backyards can make a living 
while employing other members 
of the community. The 
government should pay these 
farmers for their entire 
marijuana crop and distribute it 
from there. 


Allowance of independent 
suppliers to sell their products to 
consumers freely 


| think private production 
companies with a clear . 
regulatory framework is the 
way to bring quality, saf 
product to market. Com 
cannabis production should be 
approached with the same level 
of cleanliness and regulation as 


we would see at any commercial 


.. food facility. There should also 


h testing for THC and 


000509 


1946 


The advantages of private- 
sector, competitive models 
include the ability to regulate 
the quality and safety of the 
products in order to participate 
as a producer. Also, market 
demand and choices in a larger 
market (i.e. non-medical, adult 
use) will allow for smaller, 
licensed producers with 
specialty products at higher 
prices or local markets (micro- 
breweries) as well as producers 
with lower-cost, large-scale 
production operations. User 
choices will close the poor 
producers plus market forces 
will make consolidation and 
collaboration necessary to 
compete. 

Regulation and inspection cost 
will, or should be able to, drop 
with improved systems and 
processes over time. | believe a 
consistent, federal level 
regulatory framework, similar to 
food safety stringency needs to 


10 


000510 


108 


| believe that all models should 
be used to a certain extent. 
Government production mainly 
for medicinal users who require 
strict quality control of product 
and dosage. Privately owned 
production would help the 
economy allowing many new 
small businesses to develop. 
There should be some sort of 
licensing required both to 
produce and to sell, much like 
our current licensing and 
enforcement in place for liquor. 
Home cultivation is also a good 
option for some who may live in 
a remote area or simply want 
more control about what goes 
into thier cannabis much like 
having an organic vegetable 
garden. 


11 
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1805 


prac ces. And if 
— selling amazing 


then it turned 

sugar pills, they'd | ) 
serious poop for making. | 
advertising claims, fraud isn 
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1964 


Commercial growers should be 
regulated by a bureaucracy that 
has actual experience regulating 
agriculture and should face 
regulations similar to those 
made for wheat or tomatoes. 
This bureaucracy should be 
testing for spores and illegal 
pesticides. 


Those producing derivative 
products like oils should also be 
regulated, but mostly to test for 
potentially dangerous impurities 
that could come from a bad 
refining process. 


13 


000513 


1924 


957 


Hopefully legalization will make 
marijuana no more attractive 
than alcohol or tobacco are now. 
Tobacco fields today are not 
especially plagued with midnight 
raids, but warehouses full of 
packaged cigarettes do probably 
require meaningful security. 
Similarly, beer requires bonded 
storage, but most breweries 
offer guided tours to the public, 
which don't feel like walking 
through Fort Knox. 


If cannabis is different, it's 
probably a sign the price is set 
too high to have stopped the 
black market. 


As far as pesticide and herbicide 
regulations, treating cannabis 
similarly to any other 
agricultural product for human 
consumption seems reasonable. 
If a product is safe to be sprayed 
on tobacco leaves, it should be 
safe to spray on cannabis 


| agree that there should be 
government-regulated private 
sector production. 
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367 


consumer 

y opinion. There 
be labeling 

for active 


additives would b: 


15 


000515 


680 


1793 


1938 


| think a similar model to the one 
currently in practice for the 
production of alcohol would 
meet both the demands for 
government oversight but also 
allow for market competition for 
pricing and strain choice. 
Individual business would have 
to apply for a license and meet 
certain standards. Currently 
illegal dispensaries are filling this 
demand. Is there no way to 
integrate them into the legal 
system? Provide a list of legal 
and medical requirements like 
age of sale and THC/CBD content 
of product of the product and 
the current dispensaries can 
either choose to accept or get 
out of the business. 


Like the idea of private growers 
allowed with supervision and 
oversight. 

I'm satisfied with the production, 
the practices and packaging and 
labelling that | have found with 
the legal product that | purchase 
for medical marijuana. What 
needs changing? 


16 
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1550 


689 


Production model -- a blended 
system, which permits both 
private-sector production, 
licenced by government, as well 
as home production 


small licensed and regulated 
dispensaries to maintain a fair 
and competitive industry (unlike 
the Canadian telecom industry). 


17 
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945 


and 


ducts. They are 


value. They p 
picture about why 
be involved for "safety 


UU : J 


= 485 e , Expunging of all 
tecords relating to 
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Response 


profiting from your productio 
limited amount of production 


allowed at a certain t 


40 There should be a limit to the 
amount of plants grown, but it 
should be allowed for those that 
want to do it. Just make 
penalties for trafficking much 
stricter if it is able to be proven 
in a court of law that the person 
was selling what they have 


grown. 


19 000519 


11 


1680 


2168 


llow the limit of 6 
erson to be grown. 
you tell someone they 
grow a flower? Are we not 
suppose to live in a free 
country? The fact that we can 
not do this means we are not 
free and are forced to do what is 
said. 


o 


Il y aura toujours des gens 
avares qui voudront se faire la 
main et abuseront de la culture 
à domicile. Je ne sais pas quelles 
mesures seraient appropriées de 
considérer. 


Je dirais qu'il serait 
recommandable d'être à l'abri 
de particuliers qui font pousser 
de façon négligente des plants à 
l'intérieur. 


What about the marijuana black 


20 
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niveau de 
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282 


People should be allowed to 
grow there own medicine as well 
as grow there own recreational 
pot, as we allow brewing of wine 
and beer in Canada already. But 
they should be fined similar to if 
someone was caught running a 
bar in there basement. 


regulations. If issues ar 

with them with legislatio 
Treat it like people who t 
beer in their basement. - 


22 


000522 


2110 


1069 


1496 


| believe that home cultivation is 
the governments best hope in 
curbing the black market. | 
believe that home growers 
should be able to gift cannabis 
to family and friends. | believe if 
home cultivation is to be 
allowed a personal possession 
limit should reflect the harvest 
weight of the specific amount of 
plants available for cultivation. | 
believe home cultivation should 
be up to the owner of the 
property. | believe that home 
cultivars should have the option 
to sell to licensed producers for 
sale if the cannabis is 
government approved and 
taxed. | believe that the 
production of cannabis should 
be in a locked location inside or 
outside for safety. 


It should be allowed anywhere. 
No oversight. 
A certain limit but allowed. 


23 


000523 


664 


Home growers should be 
allowed, but should require 
licenses and specific 
requirements for a home grow 
operation (such as number of 
plants, and requirements for 
ventilation and storage of 
plants) 


pla nts, espe 


_ brew their own 


which contain, argual 
more dangerous sub: 


24 
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Home cultivation shoul 
permitted in any circur 


| — : — se to turn down 
| or a bank to extend 


25 


000525 


428 


Home cultivation is a labor 
intensive process. Aside from a 
few stubborn holdouts most 
home cultivation will cease due 
to cheaper more available 
product produced using 
commercial methods. So in this 
case like alcohol you should be 
allowed to produce a small 
number of plants for personal 
use and consumption. 


26 
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000526 


won't cause any haza 
situations. 
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Home cultivation is incredibly 
important. Home brewing of 
beer and other alcoholic 
beverages has been proven safe 
with no negative impact to the 
increase of minors consuming 
alcohol. The only governmental 
limits should be set on the 
amount of marijuana a 
household can legally produce a 
year, as it is with alcohol and 
tobacco. If home cultivation is 
brought under the new 
production system the safety of 
those who cultivate, and those 
around them, would greatly 
improve. No longer would these 
individuals have to hide their 
cultivation in potentially unsafe 
ways. 


28 
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only be used for 
jovern ment. 


| | d d 
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# Response 


I P 


29 000529 


1188 NO. Over regulation and 
taxation will only allow the black 
market to continue to thrive. 


971 

1292 A licensing scheme might be 
appropriate for commercial 
production, to ensure that 
producers have met health and 
safety standards. No license 
should be required for 
noncommercial production. 


1208 For mass producers, there 
should be a licensing regime. 


I'm unsure but licensing and E 
taxation should be kept to a 


expensive than curre 
value continuing 
market distribu 


792 nono ide 
703 Sellers should need licenses. 
Us u d just be treated as 
imilar to alcohol. 


1175 


677 
1139 - 


30 
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1368 


Licensing and fees should not be 
more onerous than any other 
agricultural product. À nominal 
fee (to cover the cost of 
inspections) should be all that is 
required, and the licensing 
process itself should be apolitical 
(ie, licenses should not be given 
out to hand-picked producers 
from a political level). 


There should be no quotas or 
limits on the number of licenses 
for producers. The market will 
be far better at sorting out such 
things than a centralized 
process. Colorado's legalization 
model is a good one to try to 
emulate in this area. 


31 


000531 


295 


e l'm allowed to 
ries because people 


he idiocy in asking _ 


894 Licensing is obviously necessary 
for effective regulation. 


902 License private producers (not 
home producers). Like a liquor 
license. 


32 


000532 


fees introduced. 


Taxes should be put ot 


220 Licensing/fees should be used 
for all business transactions. 


| 000533 


[ESRPS4] The Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations 

(MMPR) set out rigorous requirements over the production, 
packaging, storage and distribution of marijuana. Are these 

types of requirements appropriate for the new system? Are 
there features that you would add, or remove? 


Response 
EZZZZLL10000ŒŒXÈ RRQ OO 
1271 To a certain degree. You want to 
minimize the potential for sale 
to minors - much like you do 


with alcohol. 


148 Many of these types of 
requirements are appropriate, 
however the scale of them is 
unnecessary. Some of them, 
such as the prohibition of retail 
distribution, will need to be 
removed completely. Others, 
like the secure facility 
requirements for production 
facilities, should merely be 
reduced to mirror requirements 
currently in place for alcohol or 
tobacco producers. Packaging 
need not be personalized under 
a legalised scheme, however 
standard labelling requirements 
should definitely apply. 


34 
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1786 


1664 


1391 


901 


634 


Not required for recreational 
marijuana. Just ensure it's 
pesticide and mold free, and has 
proper packaging, is stored 
properly on the shelf.. that's it. 


The Medical Purposes 
regulations should remain 
largely intact for medical 
consumers but would not 
translate well into the 
recreational market. The 
controls and oversight of the 
production and packaging 
phases are appropriate but the 
current requirements for 
distribution of marijuana for 
recreational purpose through 
the MMPR process will not lead 
to the anonymity that 
recreational users will expect. 


The guidelines should ensure the 
best and safest product possible. 


Yes the same requirements for 
medicinal growers should be 
applied to producers of 
recreational marijuana. 


No, only for large scale, mass 


market producers. Not for home 
cultivation. 


35 
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602 


134 


1091 


1105 


1810 


462 


don't need any safe guards. 
Cannabis is harmless 

As long as the standards are fair, 
| support them. 


required to contain a strain 
name, THC content, and CBD 
content, everything else is gravy. 
| think that brands should be 
able to make branded packaging. 


No! 


better quality co ing 
government labs. The standards 
sh similar to alcohol 


36 
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1435 


1252 


Ne model should 
off of the MMPR. 

e only qualified 
‘ans in Canada. These 


LPs need to be able to distribute 


their product easier. Difficult 
access will keep the black 
market alive. 


No they are far to strict they 
would drive the recreational 
costs so high that people will 
either grow their own or turn to 
organized crime. 

Cannabis shouldn't be sprayed 
or gamma radiated | for one 
want it grown organically they 
can use predator bugs to kill 
unwanted bugs absolutely no 
pesticides period. 
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1339 


694 


f 


olutely be 
t attract a 
e and should be 
beled as a 
product. Specifically 
items (gummy bears 


or instance) these products 
need to be packaged without 
the product inside being visible 
and the packaging must again 
clearly identify it as a Marijuana 
product. This will prevent a child 
from mistaking the product asa - 
safe food. — -~ 


Current requirements as | have 
seen them are adequate. THC 
and Canabinoid levels should be 
labeled. The naming of strains 
should be approved by someone 
to control names like "Green 
Crack" "Bubble Gum" "Cotton 
Candy" which are appealing to 
youth. 


38 


000538 


202 


MMPR type regulations are 
justifiable in a situation in which 
marijuana is normally illegal and 
being restricted because only 
medical patients are supposed 
to be able to accessit. It is 
reasonable to have a medical 
sector which is more highly 
regulated than the recreational 
sector because in general 
pharmaceutical products are 
expected to be strictly quality 
controlled. 


However, excessive regulation 
creates problems. In the MMPR 
system there are many license 
applications, and few granted. | 
don't know why Health Canada 
has decided to simply ignore 
these applicants. 


The mismatch between granted 
licenses and applicants indicates 
that there are people who want 
to join the legal market and 

believe that they are able to but 


39 
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grocery stores, Ie or stor 
where the staff may not he 
very good knowledge on wh 
they're selling. As far as | know, ~ 
MMPR does not allow storefront 
dispensaries. 


[ESRPS5] What role, if any, should existing licensed 
producers under the MMPR have in the new system (either 


. . . 
. 
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H Response 


1021 


LEE 
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1144 


208 
328 


271 


| would image that producers 
under current MMPR could have 
their licenses grand fathered 
into the new system, as 
producers for commercial 
production. 


Assuré l'offre à la demande 
Look into producing strains for 
actual medical research. 

They should be allowed to 


of recreational only producer 


41 
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538 


Existing licenced producers will 
have a major role in the initial 
stages of legalization in order to 
supply demand to the massive 
new influx of consumers. They 
should be supported through 
these early stages but it will 
quickly be more important to 
help small producers begin their 
own production. If the large 
producers are the only ones 
allowed to produce and 
adequate undoing and licencing 
isn't given to small producers, 
the system will start off with 
monopoly players that control 
the industy. This will hurt the 
consumers and will have major 
players controlling the market. 


42 


000542 


43 


000543 


1768 


legal marijuana _ 


Existing licensed producers 
provide a high-quality product to 
a market which needs a 
particular pure form of 
marijuana. Recreational users 
will not necessarily need such 
precision, as they will be using 
less frequently and for non- 
medicinal purposes; regardless 
of the system set up for 
recreational use, | believe 
medical patients will require the 
current products indefinitely. 


They should be able to expe 
to sell to recreational users, th 
already have the infrastructure - 
in place to successfully distribu 
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413 


ncrease the speed 
_o of the new 
leg both for existing 


continue 


45 000545 


543 


ties, have 
s or the public 


exemption while they ac 
the new regime. As well, 
perhaps, as something like a 
"royal warrant" -- "Our Pre 


narket is in place, 

ill have any trouble 

874 | believe that it there should be 
more lenient regulations around 
home growing for medicinal 
users vs recreational users. 
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274 


470 


1208 


518 


These producers should 
continue production of medical 
marijuana. They may also start 
to grow the first crops for 
recreational use, since they 
already have the infrastructure 
to grow. 

| think they should be allowed to 
continue to operate under 
whatever new legislation is 
drafted. 

Existing producers should be 
lightly consulted, but they do 
have a biased view of the 
industry and | would be worried 
that they would have opinions 
based on monetary gain versus 
what the public wants. 


| don't have much of an opinion 
on this, beyond that pre-existing 
licensed producers shouldn't be 
given any preferential treatment 
over others simply because they 
were around first. 


47 


000547 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Aug 1-5 


Topline Summary Section 3 - Designing Appropriate 
Distribution System 


222000000000 000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual 0.993 1984 

/ "T YW 

As a representative of a group or organization |. 0.007 14 

| Total Responses 1998 
[Gender] Gender: 

WM 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


Z ; 3 
Male 0.743 
7 
Female E 0.227 
Z 
/ y 
7 2 
Other D 0.009 
Z 
/ 
7 
Z 
‘Prefer not to say 0.022 
a 
a 
7 
| Total Responses 1942 
2 
e 

[Age] What is your age? 
OCO C CO C C RERO 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
dé 1A 
/ 
‘Under 18 0.008 15 
Z 
/ " 
Z 
118-25 BE 0.21 410 
Z 
Z P 
/ / 
F 
126-34 _ 0.357 696 
Z 
F 
7 
35-44 0.225 439 
Z z 
45-54 E 0.081 157 
A 
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7 
Z 
155-64 0.076 149 
p 
65 or older 0.02 39 
‘Prefer not to say - 0.022 43 
/ Total Responses 1948 
CA 
[Education] What is the highest level of f | 
education that you have completed to date? 
y p : 
UA 
Response Chart Percentage Count 
se | 
A 
Elementary school or less 0.005 9 
p 
Secondary school 0.075 


‘Some post-secondary M 0.139 
College, vocational or trade school 0.275 
y | 7 

Undergraduate university program _ 0.279 
/ : 

‘Graduate or professional university program M 0.197 
F T 

‘Prefer not to say 0.03 

| Total Responses 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Char Percentage Count 
cac eae 
A 
Alberta - 0.181 352 
British Columbia | 0.179 348 
Manitoba 0.031 61 
/ i 
‘New Brunswick 0.023 44 
| 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0.012 24 
/ PIRS 
‘Northwest Territories 0.003 5 
/ 

Nova Scotia 0.035 68 


WS 


A 
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[Nunavut 0.001 1 
Ontario 0.419 815 
Prince Edward Island 0.007 13 
Quebec 0.073 143 
Saskatchewan 0.033 65 
Yukon 0.001 1 
Outside of Canada E 0.003 6 
| Total Responses 1946 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage 


WI 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 


Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


0.062 113 


SSS 


SSS 


Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 

Marijuana activist 0.095 Vi 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 0.322 591 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes _ 0.503 924 

Other (please specify): p 0.151 278 
Prefer nottosay — 2; 0200000000000 0 oe 0.096 177 

| Total Responses 1837 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 
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Response Chart Percentage Count 


iProvincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0 0 
[indigenous government or group 0 

‘Healthcare association or organization 0 0 
Academic or research organization 0.067 1 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 0.133 2 
[Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 0.267 4 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 

Business or Industry — 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 0$ 0.267 4 
Activist organization/lobby group 0.067 1 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 0.2 3 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE FEE FFFFEFEFFFEEE EFE EF FEE EFFFEEEFFFEEFFFFEE EFE 000000000000 


H Response 

| ——————O RM iet t NN 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 
together for a louder voice 

2 Large Family with similar values 

3 Group of residents in a youth 


emergency shelter 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


A 


Response Char Percentage Count 


777777777777 LL LL 
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Alberta 0.067 1 
British Columbia 0.333 5 
Manitoba 0.067 1 
New Brunswick 0 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
Northwest Territories 0 0 
Nova Scotia 6) 0 
Nunavut 0 0 
[Ontario 0.4 6 
Prince Edward Island 0 0 
Quebec 0 0 
Saskatchewan 0.067 1 
Yukon 0.067 a 
Outside of Canada E 0 0 


Total Responses 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


GLEE EEE EEE EEE EE EE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE 


There are 15 response(s) to this question. 


222727007000 000000000000 070070000000 000000000000 000000000000 


+ SPONSE aa 

1 CFBA - 
www.cannabizassociation.ca 

2 Ontario POJ 

3 Vapelated Vapor Lounge 

4 Up! Cafe 

5 The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 


Kelz Medical Services Corp 


O 


2 000552 


8 National Cannabis Assembly of 


Canada 

9 family 

10 Eye Highs Creative Inc. 

11 Canna Botanicals 

12 Tantalus Pharmaceuticals LTD 

13 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society 

14 9519297 Canada Incorporated 

15 Horizons Youth 

[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 

provided by your organization as part of their report 

to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 

Force attribute the input provided by your 

organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 

input provided by your organization will be still be 

used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 

will not be attributed to your organization. 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


|| agree 0.867 
1 do not agree | 0.133 2 
Total Responses 15 
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[DADS1] Which distribution model makes the most sense 


EFFET EFFET REEF EFFET EFFI ETE EET EELEE ELL LELEL ELLEELLE EELEE ELLEELLE FEE EFFET FEET EFFET FETTE FEET FEET FEE ETE FEET FT FEET FE EFE EFFET FETTE FEET FEET EFFET FETTE TEE EFFET FEET ELLEELLE ELLEELLE LELLE ELLEELLE EELEE 


Response 


# 


between provinces m 
sense. Mail-order d 


loesn't : 


7 000554 


666 


1145 


| would like to see a regulated 
storefront very much like the 
LCBO, with allowances made for 
strictly regulated, smaller 
‘satellite’, ‘mom and pop’ shop- 
type dispensaries. This approach 
offers a government regulated 
location for adults to purchase 
marijuana while also allowing for 
a modicum of private industry 
and innovation. Let's face it, 
Canadian adults overwhelmingly 
want access to marijuana, by 
giving people a safe location to 
obtain it, while also allowing us 
the opportunity to explore our 
options, you're driving a stake 
through the heart of a MASSIVE 
illegal business. Treat adults like 
adults - tax us fairly, give us the 
education we need to make an 
informed choice -- including 
having the potency, expected 
duration AND time for effects to 
begin after smoking/ingestion 
right on the front of the package 
-- and let us begin to open this 


Through the mail but all 
packages should be traced by 
the rcmp. It should be easy to 
track since they no longer have 
the long gun registry to deal 


000555 


1367 


provide 


On the other han 
delivery system works 


local dispensary 


000556 


1122 


| think that dispensaries make 
the most sense. Knowledgable 
staff can help users choose a 
product that suit their personal 
needs. Also, easier identification 
of youth trying to get around 
age restrictions. 


| would prefer th 


Vancouver. 


10 


000557 


234 


1284 


8/9 


A combination of storefront and 
mail order makes the most 
sense. The LCBO model is worst 
than the dispensary model. 

Mail order has downsides, 
including potential for mail to be 
lost/stolen, the customer has 
limited options and can't 
see/smell the product before 
purchasing, and likely limited to 
credit card as a method of 
payment. Also a teen can order 
online using their parents credit 
card. 

Storefronts are preferred 
because they are convenient and 
staff can check ID. 


| think the storefront and mail 
method are an ideal balance for 
quality and availability to those 
that are legally allowed to use it 
while protecting minors from 
easy access. The more widely 
available it is legally the less 
incentive for trying to access it 
from an illegitimate source. 


License the producers and 
establish quality controls, just 
like has been done for medicinal 


11 


000558 


1204 


1374 


| think distribution should slowly 
be introduced to storefronts 
because of the convenience and 
pre existing tobacco sale 
regulations would be easy to 
mirror. 


The sale of marijuana through 
proper retailers is all that should 
be required. Large scale 
operations, "mom and pop" 
style shops, and mail order 
should be reasonable. 


12 


000559 


923 


the 
for weed that 


lot of different 


storefronts and taxation on 
weed products would provide 
income for local governments 
Perhaps to fund mental ł altt 


weed use with 


 deeper-rooted issues. 
it is important to 


384 Storefronts. The marijuana 
industry can thrive through retail 
environments just like the 
alcohol industry has. 


13 


000560 


1062 


1134 
1384 


Storefronts or Local choice seem 
like the most sensible choice due 
to the fact that you have a little 
more visibility and less risk of 
putting youth at risk with 
possibly getting access to 
marijuana not intended for them 
(the phased in approach) 


Don't doit. 

Storefronts and Local choice 
make the most sense as they 
basically are the current 
mechanisms that seem to work 
the best. the medical system is 
to restrictive and authoritarian. 


Locally regulated store fronts. 
Storefronts. In order to comba 
the current illegal sellers who 
provide to anyone (no onus to 
restrict age), there needs to be 
availability in such a way that 
makes it more convenient for 
the average user than going to 
their current provider. (ie. 
king i 


it up with their beer at 


r store). 


14 


000561 


[DADS2] To what extent is variation across provinces and 
territories in terms of distribution models acceptable? 


500 | think variation across provinces 
and territories depends on the 
population distribution, 
provinces like Ontario would 
receive more, while PEI and 


Northwest Territories less. 


| think all of canada should have 
the same storefront model. I 
think to have the marijuana sold 
through the government would 
be a travesty whether i live in 
that province or not. 


1318 | see no reason why individual 
provinces shouldn't be allowed 
to regulate their respective 
marijuana stores. 


As I've said, the storefront 
distribution model is 
unavoidable. But there can be 
provincial differences when it 
comes to the details of how this 
Is set up. 


15 
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491 


566 


1170 


marijuana should be nation- 
wide. 

As long as people that enjoy 
Marijuana and it's effects are 
able to safely procure high 
quality marijuana at affordable 
prices from independent 
growers and storefronts easily 
and without hassle then 
variation is acceptable. 


No province or territory should 
be allowed to completely 
prohibit cannabis use, sale and 
production. Minimum age can 
vary. Restrictions related to 
recreational cannabis may vary 
by province, but some medical 
cannabis specifications could be 
validated by either provincial or 
federal health authorities. 


16 


000563 


leave it to the 


governments. Th 
federally controlled ac 
country. We need con 


e 


| - - A : lave | 


rol distribution. t 


17 


000564 


some provir 
agree with the : 
legalization, from tac 


18 


000565 


1494 


1548 


230 


| think this is very acceptable. 
Different provinces have always 
had varying preferences when it 
comes to legislation. | see no 
reason why the same would not 
be true for how different 
provinces want to sell/distribute 
their marijuana. As long as 
similar products are available 
across the board through mail- 
order, everyone has the same 
opportunities and access. 


All provinces and territories 
need storefront access, this 
needs to be mandated, any 
province that doesn't will 


continue to be funding organized 


crime. 

Variation across provinces 
should be fully acceptable. 
Variation should be kept on an 
as need basis as to limit the 
cross border shopping and 
"personal" transactions in 
provinces without store front. 


19 


000566 


1440 | think it should remain 
consistent; | remember in high 
school, it was a habit for youth 
in my community to drive over 
the Ontario/Quebec boarder to 
buy alcohol (as the drinking age 
was/is 18 as opposed to 19 in 
Ontario) therefore creating 
much more dangerous 
situations. | understand that 
provincial jurisdictions must all 
be in agreement for this to work 
on the maximum age, etc., 
however it is worth pushing for 
this as there will be less 
confusion. 


958 | believe a uniform model would 
work best to ensure safety for 
children. l 
— | would say variation across : 
provinces is acceptable. 
Moreover, variation from one 
municipality to another is valid. 
If a rural community is 
overwhelmingly against a certain 
type of distribution model that 
works in a neighbouring city, the 
rural community should have 
the power to enforce its 
policy within its 
isdiction. 


20 000567 


106 


465 


1569 


152 


Chaque province devraient être 
libre de choisir le ou les modes 
de distributions, comme pour 
l'alchool 


Dispensaries should be licensed 
by the province/territory and 
monitored for compliance by 
that authority. Local authorities - 


operation. 


From a storefront perspective, | 
believe that the province's 
should be able to decide the 
model themselves. To 
elaborate, in Ontario, you may 
only purchase Alcohol at an 
LCBO, where in other provinces 
or jurisdictions, you could 
purchase from a corner store. 


21 
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[DADS3] Are there other models worthy of consideration? 


supply an lp or dispensary ? idk 


325 | would recommend a private 
entity with on site regulatory 
body akin to the AGLCs 

es = uc eu E E colocation with BDL. 

32 Price it at street value or else 


people will resort to the streets. 


Not sure. 

562 Don't forget that people also will 
want to cultivate their own 
product. Laws should take into 
account that people may grow 
their own and thusly should not 
be at risk for losing housing as a 
result. 


983 None that | haven't articulated 
already. 


22 000569 


601 


| of 'grow- 

maintained, | 
vels of 

be applied to very 

ucers (1-2 users), and 

! g above that will be 

under commercial rules as 

outlined in your material. 


23 
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000570 


plant for indivic 

same as saying y u have 
the government for the app 
they grew for a pie. Yes! _ 
undrstand the humor be 
_ last sentence b ti: 


24 


000571 


reasonable, enfor able 
dynamic with regards to 
changing based on Canadian 
society. 


188 To battle the business of local 
illegal marijuana dealers, the 
price of marijuana must be 
lower than their price. Only this 
way Will the illegal be driven out 
of business. 


25 


000572 


991 


350 


304 


home to the parents -- without 
charges, and on repeat offenses 
by a minor they can be 
monitored for use until they are 
an adult. 

The entire idea of "distribution" 
is not correct. The model should 
be more like meat or dairy. We 
should not have a central 
production which requires 
distribution. 


The option of small scale, 
domestic growth of marijuana 
must be preserved, to what the 
market will respond with the 
offer of options for home 
growers to maintain 
safety/minimize harms (e.g. 
analytical services to determine 
THC and CBD concentrations in 
home grown plants or 
homemade products). 


26 


000573 


565 


27 


s already in place 
sers. —- 


th friends 


000574 


957 


recreational 
n still be bought 


distribution points. 


= 000575 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Aug 1-5 


Topline Summary Section 4 - Enforcing Public Safety 
and Protection 


222000000000 000 UE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual - 0.993 1504 
Z 
AS a representative of a group OF Organization 7 0.007 11 
| Total Responses 1515 
A 

[Gender] Gender: 

. 
WM 
Response Chart Percentage 


Male 0.71 
2 
y D ; 
p 7 
Female mE 0.247 
Other _ 0.012 — 
2 = 
7 
Z 
‘Prefer not to say 0.031 
7 
7 
7 
| Total Responses 1467 
2 
e 

[Age] What is your age? 

OCO C CO C C RERO 
EEE G G G G G GGG G OG GOG EEE CECE CEE CEE CEE CECE CEE CEA CEE CEE CEE CEE CEE CEA CEE CEE CEE CEE CEE CE CEE CE CE CE CEE CE CE CEE CEE CE EEE CEE CEE OOG OOG OO OOOO OOG OOGG 1A 
Z 
(Under 18 0.007 10 
/ 7 
Z 5 
18-25 E 0.18 265 
2 G 
2 TZ 
y | 
26-34 uc 0.347 512 
7 
Z 
135-44 0.239 353 
/45- b 
445-54 1 0.092 135 


1 000576 


55-64 
65 or older 
‘Prefer not to say 


IKKS, 


SW 


Total Responses 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


Ge LLL DL 


Response 


CEE EEE EEE EEE 


Elementary school or less 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


r LLL ec LU) 


Response 


Chart 


\ 


E 


Total Responses 


Char 
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Jd 


WE 


Alberta 
British Columbia 
Manitoba 

‘New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
"Northwest Territories 


Nova Scotia 


A 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSNS SSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


SSSSSSNS 


WS 


N 
S 


0.089 131 
0.023 34 
0.023 34 

1474 
Percentage Count 
0.003 5 
0.058 85 
— 
0.26 380 
0.295 4 
0.207 303 
0.032 

1463 
Percentage Count 
0.176 259 
0.173 254 
0.037 55 
0.021 31 
0.015 22 
0.004 6 
0.033 49 


000577 


Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response 


WE 


Healthcare professional 

Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 

User of marijuana for non-medical purposes 

Other (please specify): 

Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 


represent? 


77770 


Total Responses 


Chart 


Total Responses 


0.001 
0.426 
0.004 
0.073 
0.032 
0.001 
0.003 


Percentage 
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Count 
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Response 


2 


TJ 
(D 
a) 
ct 
= à 
O 
Q 
TS 
(D 
a) 
un 
on 
O 
e 
D 
Et 
O 
- 
O 
m 
O 
=" 
oa 
D 
= 
N 
Q 
a 
O 
= 
NN 


/ Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


222707000000 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 


# Response 


WA 


1 Rural Ontarians grouping 
together for a louder voice 
2 10 individuals in a social club 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB A 


Response Chart 


Percentage 
0 


Percentage 


Count 


0 


O 
0 
2 
4 
2 


Count 
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Alberta 


E 


Z 


0 
0.182 


0 
2 
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Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Northwest Territories 
Nova Scotia 

Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 

Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSNNENT 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


y 


222700707000 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 


H 


WT LL LL LL LL LL LL 


1 


o OFF B W 


Total Responses 


Response 

Canadian People 
auotsun 

Ontario POJ 

Cannabis Incorporated 
C&B Group 

Canna Botanicals 
Natonal Drug Prevention 


Alliance (UK) 


Edible Impressions 
Car Therapeutic Cannabis 


.091 


PrROrR OW OO O00 OC Pe 


IE 
E 
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10 9519297 Canada Incorporated 


11 LA MAISON DES JEUNES DE 
JONQUIÈRE 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


CEE EEE EEE EEE EEE ee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


LLL LLL CLL CLL CLL ddd ddd 1A 
Z 

a 

| agree 1 11 
Z 

| : 

| do not agree n 0 0 
Z 

a 

Z 

/ Total Responses 11 


[EPSP1] How should governments approach designing laws 
that will reduce, eliminate and punish those who operate 
outside the boundaries of the new legal system for 
marijuana? — ^ ^ .- 0000000000000. 


# Response 


CZ LL LL 


6 000581 


860 Model them after alcohol. Resist 
the impulse to regulate more 
harshly simply because you've 
spent generations of spreading 
the false impression upon the 
populace that marijuana is some 
vastly worse social ill. This is an 
opportunity to leaven the 
conversation on drugs with 
some common sense, and an 
opportunity to gain back the 
trust of many whose lived 
experiences are completely out 
of step with what they have 
heard their entire lifetimes from 
government, educators, and law 
enforcement. 


own alcohol. An individual 


producing a small amount for 
their own personal use (think of 
somebody using an at home 
wine kit) should be treated 
differently than an individual 
produ )n a mass scale for a 


000582 


932 


No! We are moving towards 
legalization. The Canadian 
government has an unbelievable 
opportunity to create a program 
that benefits all Canadians. My 
real fear is that this is going to 
be another form of prohibition 
where we are only able to access 
cannabis from large licensed 
producers whose cannabis is fair 
at best. If you are too strict, you 
are inviting the black market to 
continue to thrive and you will 
not receive the tax revenue you 
hoped for. 


The war on drugs didn't work. At 
best, give people a fine rather 
than a jail sentence and a 
criminal record. You are not 
going to arrest your way out of 
this. People like to use cannabis. 
If you make it difficult or boring 
to consume, people will go 
elsewhere. Its up to you as to 
how you want to empower 
Canadians to work within the 


000583 
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229 


side of the 
mercial 
d face summa ry 
e operating as a 
yanization or business 
harsher punishment 


2 000584 


310 


The most effective way for 
governments to prevent 
operation outside the 
boundaries of the new legal 
system for marijuana is to 
minimize the incentives to do so. 
This means avoiding excessive 
taxation and excessive 
restrictions on production, 
procurement, and consumption. 
The legal industry needs to be 
given sufficient room to out- 
compete the black market. That 
being said, law enforcement 
should be given the appropriate 
tools and freedoms to be able to 
prosecute those who still 
attempt to circumvent the law. 
Harsh sentences/penalties for 
those who supply to minors or 
otherwise operate outside a 
reasonable legal framework 
should accomplish this. 


10 


000585 


732 


634 


all efforts should be put towards 
educating youth in an honest 
way. Those that sell to youth 
should be punished as they 
would would if they sell alcohol 
to youth. Consumption should 
follow the same rules as tobacco 
smoking. 


Enforcement of marijuana laws 
should be handled in the same 
way that alcohol laws are 
handled. Fines and possible 
criminal charges for those 
operating outside the legal 
framework. If prices are 
reasonable and production isn't 
too restrictive, there should be 
no reason to operate outside of 
the law. 


11 


000586 


985 


] a small crime and 
ipletely unfair. People 


| place, not just : 
commit them. 


12 


000587 


. | ~ 1inors, or produce 
distilled) products at 


632 Yes, it should be similar to 
tobacco control. 


13 000588 


154 


Do better than the system that 
exists. Better quality product, 
better pricing, or this will all fall 
through. And | won't be the first 
or last person to say this. 


are concerned. 


14 


000589 


driving is complicat À 
f an adequate 


15 


000590 


192 


Once a legal system is 
established for the distribution 
and sale of marijuana, the 
government should focus on 
stopping the distribution of 
marijuana to youth. 
Implementing a legal system for 
adults to buy marijuana should 
dramatically slow down the 
black market sale of marijuana 
to adults - however it will do 
little to impact the sale of 
marijuana to youth. | believe a 
strong deterrent for selling or 
distributing marijuana to minors 
will ultimately be more effective 
than a harsh punishment. A 
combination of large fines for 
first offenses and fines with 
community service for multiple 
offenses (at a judges discretion) 
should serve as a deterrent to 
sell to minors. | do not believe 
jail time is justified for marijuana 
related offenses. 


16 


000591 


protected from tra 
provided it stays off public 
property. 


84 7 Mimic existing laws for alcohol 


50 They should focus all funds on 
education instead of law 
enforcement. Educating and 
shaming people is likely to be 
more effective than law 
enforcement. 


365 
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[EPSP2] What specific tools, training and guidelines will be 
most effective in supporting enforcement measures to 
protect public health and safety, particularly for impaired 


driving? 
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driving has little to due with 
blood levels. Sobriety tests are 
appropriate regardless of the 
reason for impairment. 


18 000593 


1104 


We must adopt a system that 
tests for IMPAIRMENT rather 
than the contents of one's 
breath saliva or blood. Is the 
person impaired? It matters not 
why, it matters THAT they are 
impaired. To focus on the 
presence and concentration of 
the substance is to miss the 
point entirely, as we have been 
missing the point with alcohol, 
sleep deprivation, emotional 
trauma, prescription drugs and 
so on, for over 50 years. Forget 
about finding a way to test for 
cannabis, and instead test all 
suspects for impairment. If they 
fail the test, then they were in 
fact driving while impaired. 
QED. 
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000594 


980 


Pour ce qui est des Facultés 
affaiblies, voir le fichier ci-joint. 
En prolongation de ce qui est dit 
dans ce fichier pour les autres 
questions de contrôle, je pense 
que le système pénal n'est pas 
vraiment adéquat, du moins 
pour certaines infractions, ni les 
amendes, du moins seules. 

De la méme facon que ce qui est 
la sanction la plus efficace pour 
les véhicules est leur saisie pour 
une période déterminée, des 
points de démérite qui font 
grimper les assurances, ou 
encore des restrictions de 
conduite, ce qui est le plus 
efficace comme sanctions pour 
un commerce est de perdre son 
permis ou d'être mis en 
probation, ce que l'on pourrait 
obliger a afficher dans la vitrine 
lorsqu'un commerce est en 
probation pour une infraction. 
Lorsque c'est le commerce lui- 
même qui est illégal, bien sur, il 
faut le fermer. 


20 
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le bette 


000596 


398 


1088 


Public education and greater 
funding for research around 
public health and safety should 
be paramount. Any roadside test 
should be scientifically validated 
to ensure that there is zero risk 
of a driver being charged with 
impaired driving when that was 
not the case. Any officer trained 
in these techniques should 
undergo regular testing to 
ensure there are zero false 
positives. 

Focusing on dangerous driving 
behaviours and not a driver's 
state of mind would make the 
process substance-agnostic. 
Dangerous driving is dangerous 
regardless of whether the driver 
is intoxicated by marijuana, 
prescription medications, or is 
physically or emotionally not 
safe to operate a vehicle. 
Increasing funding for self- 
driving vehicles, improved 
vehicle technologies (e.g. smart 
cruise control), and investment 


Road checks, public awareness, 
insurance penalties. Similar to 
drunk driving methods now. 
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000597 


653 


isuelles et 
ndre le plus grand 


Road side testing | 
being said proper studies in 
appropriate limits should be © 
done. | use THC oils for pain 
relief high in CBD and low 
. THC and drive all t 
. Testing metho« 


1178 Inciter le secteur privé à 
développer des appareils qui 
analyse la quantité de THC dans 
le sang comme les appareils qui 
analyse le taux de sucre chez les 
diabetes afin de le 
commercialiser et 
responsabiliser les 
consommateurs avant de 
prendre le volant . 
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000598 


654 
1272 


not sure. 

Further study into the actual 
impairment levels need to be 
made. The effects of marijuana 
and driving should be studied 
thoroughly before technology is 
developed is paramount. As far 
as | know, those operating a 
vehicle under the influence of 
medical pills/narcotics aren't 
tested, and perhaps they should 
be! 


24 


000599 


car. | worry that a cannabis 
breathalyzer device would k 
easily beatable and possik 
unreliable, and 1 

would show ` 

entered th 
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000600 


and a DUI like alc 
public information accessibl 
everyone and advertise the 


truth's on marijuana instead è 


glorifying its negativi 
cheesy anti marij 


f our kids are 


702 | More police presence 
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506 


Making existing drinking and 
driving campaigns and roadside 
tests wider to include marijuana 
is a good step. This should 
probably happen regardless of 
what happens with marijuana 
legalization. 
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334 


. . . 
. 
| . . | . ? 
FPEFEEEFEEPEFFEFEEEEFEEPEEFEEEEEFEEEEEEFEFFEEFEEFFEEFEEFEEFEEFEEEFEEFEEFEFFEEEFEEFEEFEEFEFEEEEFEEFEFFEEFEEEEEFEEFEEFEEFEEEEEEFEEFEEFEEEFEEFEEFEEFEEEEEPTEEEEFEEFEEEEEEEE EE TE OO 


This question is not relevant to 
the legalization of marijuana. 
Marijuana is a commonly used 
drug and | would hope law 
enforcement is taking 
reasonable steps to ensure 
people are not driving while 
under the influence. This does 
not change when it's legal. It 
should be permitted to be 
carried in vehicles, possible even 
used by passengers (as should 
alcohol of course), and all that 
matters is the intoxication level 
of the driver. 


| think the Anti-Drinking and 
Driving campaigns by the police 
have been good. | also think 
marijuana's effect on people 
varies and that must be 
considered as well. 


Response 


rw 
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1010 


1152 


yes, of course. Patients need a 
safe space to medicate. Many 
cannabis users don't drink and 
still want to have social 
opportunities. There can be 
social clubs, specific cannabis 
nights at bars and restaurants, 
vape lounges and more. It is an 
amazing opportunity to create a 
culture of cannabis that supports 
and respects the user and 
doesn't require this benevolent 
plant to be demonized and made 
to be something we should be 
ashamed of. | am not ashamed 
of my use. Please respect the 
rights and decisions of honest 
Canadians to consume as they 
see fit as adults. 


Yes, in coffee shops. 
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000604 


1450 


427 


tobacco fumigation is already 
regulated sufficiently in this 
context apart from the concerns 
of medical users, this should be 
a non-issue following the same 
framework. in this case the 
regulatory action of government 
does not impinge on the rights 
of cannabis consumers, but is 
there to simply guarantee access 
to clean breathable air by those 
who do not consume cannabis 
or who may suffer from a 
sensitivity. that being said, 
municipalities should continue 
to allow smoking rooms and 
patios for cannabis and tobacco 
users accessing private 
businesses. 


No, never. 
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000605 


the consumption of 
Marijuana should be 
different. 
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Smoking marijuana inf 
residences should be le 
Outside of private resic 
think the numk 


' to concerns 


32 000607 


recon 
to use their o 
public smoking o 
products. 
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000608 


1251 - 


has little 


equiv 


intoxication. 


Yes so long as the venue is. 


smoking in public spaces like 
parks and bus stops ect. So that 
should not be allowed for weed 
as well. You should be able to go 
to a cafe and smoke with 
friends. 
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000609 


138 


536 


Nobody should have the right to 
tell me where | can and can't 
medicate. That being said, being 
respectful of those around you, 
shouldn't be such a anomaly. 


If smoked , anywhere that allows 
smoking should also allow the 
use of smoked Cannabis. Same 
rules apply for vaping and 
Cannabis vapor pens. I think that 
edibles should be allowed to be 
consumed anywhere as | can 
posses and consume any other 
prescription medication in any 
public space. For example, the 
use of a ‘canna cap’, 
encapsulated Cannabis oil, taken 
orally like any common pain 
killer. To restrict this is to restrict 
the ability of many patients to 
medicate sufficiently enough in 
public to take part in day to day 
life events. 
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000610 


1404 


751 


Yes, should be aloud in most 
outdoor places. A lot of city folk 
live in apartments where you 
cant smoke. This puts us on the 
street in front of our buildings - 
and in places like downtown 
Toronto, that can be prime 
public space. 


Yes, just as tobacco smoke, 


smoking out side should be 
permitted. 
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000611 


858 


938 


Recreational use of marijuana 
needs to fall under the rules of 
other recreational drugs in 
Canada at this time. Cigarette 
smoke is band in most public 
places now and alcohol in public 
is allowed in very few areas of 
Canada. | think that each 
municipality should decide what 
best suits their cities life style. 

| like the idea of designated 
cafe's or lounges or licenses on 
businesses for "smoking rooms” 
to allow people to use as 
recreational in a social 
environment outside of their 
private residence. Also provides 
minimal environments that are 
licensed for better government 
regulation and safety. As in bar's 
and pubs, the bartender has the 
obligation to not let someone 
drink and drive. Cafe's and 
lounges will also provide safer 
observation of patrons to also 
provide safer public use. 


There should be designated 
smoking spots much like 
cigarettes. 
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134 Absolutely it should, there are 


existing smoking areas and social 
mores surrounding consumption 
of recreational drugs. 
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222000000000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


As an individual | 0.992 2961 

/ Pre YW 

As a representative of a group or organization LL 0.008 25 

| Total Responses 2986 
[Gender] Gender: 

WB 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


I, 


Z 
A 
Male 0.711 
p B 
Female E 0.258 
A 
Other L 0.007 
A 
y 
Prefer not to say 0.024 
A 
| Total Responses 
2 
hat i ? 

[Age] What is your age: 
BOOM, 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
ER YEE E@_ EE EEE ECE E@ ECE EM RRQ 
Z 
Under 18 0.013 38 
Z 
y [| 
18-25 B 0.225 658 
A 
126-34 ES 0.269 789 
A 
Z 
(35-44 0.206 602 
Z p 
45-54 E 0.128 375 
A 
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55-64 
65 or older 
‘Prefer not to say 


IKKS, 


Total Responses 


SW 


[Education] What is the highest level of formal 
education that you have completed to date? 


rA 


Response Chart 


WT 


| Elementary school or less e 
Secondary school LL 
= 


\ 


College, vocational or trade school 
Undergraduate university program 


/ Total Responses 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


rd 


Response Char 


N 
N 


Alberta 
British Columbia 
Manitoba 

‘New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
"Northwest Territories 


Nova Scotia 


A 


SSS 


SSS 


IKKKK 


SSSSSSNS 


SSSSSSNS 


WS 


0.111 
0.03 
0.018 


Percentage 


CELE 


0.005 
0.113 
0.165 
0.326 
0.2 
0.15 
0.04 


Percentage 


0.161 
0.236 
0.037 
0.025 
0.013 
0.003 
0.047 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l'accés à l'information. 


324 
89 
53 
2928 


Count 


Count 


WE 


472 
690 
108 
74 
37 
10 
138 
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Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


Total Responses 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response Chart 


WEE 


Healthcare professional 


Law enforcement professional 

Lawyer 

Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 

Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 

Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 

User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes LL 
Other (please specify): E 


Prefer not to say 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


Total Responses 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 


0.001 
0.34 

0.003 
0.057 
0.043 
0.001 
0.032 


Percentage 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l'accés à l'information. 


2927 


Count 


146 
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;Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 
Indigenous government or group 


Academic or research organization 

Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 

Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 


k 

(D 
ie) 
ct 
D 
O 
a) 
“s 
(D 
ie) 
un 
on 
O 
e 
o 
ef 
O 
= 
O 
um! 
O 
— 

oa 
a) 
= 
N 
a) 
et 
O 
2 


SSSSSS 


SSSSSSS 


Business or Industry 
Activist organization/lobby group 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE EE FEE FEE FFFEFEEF EFE EF FEE FEE FEE FEE FEFE EFE FEEFEFFVFEFEFFFF 000000000000 


H Response 


1 Rural Ontarians grouping 
together for a louder voice 


Percentage 


0 

0.034 
0.069 
0.034 
0.172 
0.207 


0.138 
0.172 
0.172 


Count 


0 


O VF hM 
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2 MMAR license holder 
(designated person production 
license) who spent tens of 
thousands applying for MMPR 
license, built a facility to MMPR 
standards, just to repeatedly 
have application disapproved 
based on not meeting standards, 
even though we had lawyers and 
consultants who reviewed the 
application and said was 
adequate. 


A group of people and friends 


Canadian association of social 
workers 
Spiritual 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


Ge LEE LL) 


Response Percentage 
té 7741114 RER RO 
y 
Alberta 0.115 3 
EM : " - 

British Columbia _ 0.308 8 
A . 

Manitoba 0.115 3 
A 

A 

7 . 

New Brunswick 0.038 1 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0 0 
y 

y ‘ " 

Northwest Territories 0 0 
p 

Nova Scotia 0 0 
p 

A 

Z 

Nunavut 0 0 


2 000618 


4 


Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSS 


SSIS 


Total Responses 


BSS 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


Gee LLL EEE EEE EEE EEEEEEElllt08; 


2 | | i i | | 
OL ELLE LITTLE LIT TT TITI TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL TT TTL FETTE FETTE TT TTL TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TI TT TT TT TT TT LIST ETT TT TT TITI TT TT TT TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TITI TT TSI TT TITI TT IST ST IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT IT IST IT ITS TITI IST IT IIS TITI IS TITI IS TITI TITI ET TS 


# Response 

CEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE RRQ 
| Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society (B.C. registered - 


operating nationally) 


ON 
N 
\ 


Canadian National Medical 


3 - Canadian People 
Ontario POJ 

5 Practitioners for Medicinal 
Cannabis. 

6 Cannabis Incorporated 

D... Canna Naturals 

8 CAMCD 

10 Grey Toque Gang 

11 : 

12 Natural Order Health Services 

6 


e OFF oOC€o) 
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13 
14 
15 
16 
17 


18 


19 


20 
21 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


CLL LLL lll 


Nature's Way Organics 


‘Church of the Universe 


Standards 

The Saakatchewan Medical 
Cannabis Association 

Natonal Drug Prevention 
Alliance (UK) 

River City Genetics 

Coming Out of the Closet 
Cannabis Club 

Cascade Cultivation Inc. 
9519297 Canada Incorporated 


East Coast Seeds 
Canada Medical Cannabis 
Growers Coop 
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ation. 


WE 


7 
2 


,,,,KKK 


ELLE IL LL LL LIL LS EL LI LS TS LS LS ES LS TS SL LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS ES LS LS ES LS TS TS LS TS ES LS TS ES LS TS TS LS TS TS LS TS TS LS TS ES LS TS TS LS TS ES LS LS TS LS ES TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS LS LT TS TS LS TS TS LT TS TS LT TS LS LT TS TS LT TS TS TTL TS LILI TS III I IS III IS IT TS 


Response 
| agree 
| do not agree 


[AMMP1] What factors should the government consider in 
determining if appropriate access to medically authorized 
persons is provided once a system for legal access to 
marijuana is in place? 


N 


N 


Response 


once its legal | don't see why it | 
matters if people have a medical 
card or not since they can do it if 
they want. 
Cost has to be considered when 
it comes to acess. lam a 


professional enginee 
over 100,000 anc 
shop for a LP. Myn y bill is 
300+ and that is a lot to pull out 
of a budget for medicine when it 
could be produced for under 


Percentage 


LEE 


0.889 
0.111 


Count 
24 

3 

27 
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000622 


number of fo reseeab 
problems. 


10 


000623 


993 


well as, putting in 
isiness license 


advise more seriously ill pat 
how to most effectively use tl 
product and what form migh 


by Health Canada or 
1e "health" industry. 


598 Maybe those patients can get a 
medical marijuana access cards 
with discounted prices. 


11 


000624 


992 


Anyone over the age of 18 who 
feels they could benefit from 
cannabis shouldn't be able to 
grow or purchase the amount 
that they feel they require for 
their particular ailment without 
the requirement of going to a 
medical facility to get a 
prescription however for anyone 
under the age of 18 they should 
require a prescription for my 
medical facility. 

For anyone over the age of 18 
that should be just as easy to 
purchase Tylenol as it is to 
purchase cannabis, it should 
also be just as easy to grow 
cannabis is one would be to 
grow tomatoes. 

As a country we assume and 
give the responsibility to those 
18 years of age or or older to 
vote in the powers that be to 
make changes to benefit our 
citizens also being 18 old enough 
to pay taxes old enough to 
purchase just about anything 


12 


000625 


2297 


let them grow it 
phylactic as well, 
fights cancers and 

| ər diseases - according 
to the US's NIH 
http://pubmed.gov this is all 
factual. 


13 
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the prohibitionists and 


14 


000627 


1576 


There needs to be more data 
collected to resonably answer 
this. | think we should look to 
countries who have had 
marijuana legalized for more 
then ten years to determine how 
they factor in medical needs. 


15 
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2245 


ke to talk about it, 
d have fun with it. 


- than alcoh: 
reasons why acce 
be restricted any more than 

those substances. In fact, to t| 
extent that cannabis use 
replaces or decreases alco 
. and tobacco use, | 


iat grow cannabis 
ly and unlawfully, are 


1808 Letting med users grow their 
own strains because it is a safe 
supply 

1308 What benefits would the patient 
receive from treatment? 


16 


000629 


1928 


I'm a medical user. My income 
due to my issues has dropped 
from 6 figures to under $10,000 
per year. | like that | was able to 
get compassionate pricing from 
my cannabis producer due to 


low income. However, even 
with compassionate pricing the 
cost of my cannabis is crippling 
me financially. | strongly 
advocate home cultivation be 
allowed. 


open. 
Only doctors with a background - 
in the field should able to 
prescribe it 


17 
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18 


000631 


2098 


This should not be a common 
phenomenon. If it is widespread 
that legally available marijuana 
is insufficient for many people 
for medical reasons, then either 
the legal limits need to be 
reviewed for an increase or 
change, or else people are 
merely abusing the system and 
better controls are needed to 
weed that out. 


For those who do meet the 
criteria of needing something 
more powerful, then the answer 
would be to provide such 
product only through 
government run facilities (not 
through pharmacies or 
commercial outlets) in order to 
keep such 'extra-potent' product 
from being made widely 
available by accident. They can 
walk into a hospital and receive 
the product there under strict 
conditions. If the issue is that 
someone is under-age who 


19 


000632 


akes 

unrestricted re 

In which case it is likeh 
become a non issue. 
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Topline Summary Section 1 - Minimizing Harms of 
Use 
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[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


Ge ELLE RERO) 


0 

100% 17571 
EZ 

A tative of izati | 0% 46 

AS d represen ative oT a group or organiza Ion 7 (a) 


/ Total Responses 17617 


[Gender] Gender: 


ra 


Percentage Count 


Male | 


Female 2396 
Other 
Prefer not to say 


196 241 
Total Responses 17412 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNS 


[Age] What is your age? 


7777777777 LL AAA 


Res Chart Percentage Count 


Under 18 2% 288 


18-25 E 36% 6225 
26-34 p 3896 6706 
35-44 14% 2487 
45-54 5% 901 
55-64 3% 553 


SSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


SSS 


SSSS 
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65 or older 1% 160 
Prefer not to say 1% 126 
| Total Responses 17446 
[Education] What is the highest level of formal 

education that you have completed to date? 

A 
Response Chart Percentage Count 


WI B A 


Secondary school 

Some post-secondary 

College, vocational or trade school 
"Undergraduate university program 
Graduate or professional university program 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


SI 


SSS 


Prefer not to say 2% - 
| Total Responses 17442 
| ; A a : a2 
P ] In which p /territory do you | 
Response Chart Percentage 
rl 1E 
Alberta 17% 2937 
A Z 
British Columbia r 16% 2819 
Z Z xs 
| Manitoba 7 496 738 
New Brunswick 2% 379 
Z 
{Newfoundland and Labrador 2% 277 
Z 
Northwest Territories 0% 36 
Z 
Nova Scotia 4% 656 
Z 
Nunavut 0% 10 
Z 
Ontario 42% 7382 


NY 


A 
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Z 5 
‘Prince Edward Island 1% 85 
2 
Quebec 7% 1273 
2 
Saskatchewan 3% 593 
7 
Yukon 0% 18 
/ ' 
Outside of Canada 1% 231 
2 
| Total Responses 17434 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

VRAT 

Response Chart Percentage 


WI 
Z 
Z 


Healthcare professional 
Law enforcement professional 


[AAA 


| 7% 


SSSSS 


Researcher or academic — 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes v 5196 | B149 
Other (please specify): _ 17% 2674 
Prefer not to say 9% 1435 
| Total Responses 15974 
[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 
A 
Response Chart Percentage 


I 
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|Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 596 3 
Indigenous government or group 2% 1 
Healthcare association or organization 5% 3 
Academic or research organization 8% 5 
[Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 20% 12 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 

from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 8% 5 
Business or Industry 15% 9 
Activist organization/lobby group 12% 7 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 26% 16 
| Total Responses 61 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB , 


Chart 


EE SEEN: 1.01 ES 


WE 


Alberta 14% 

British Columbia 17% 10 
Manitoba 3% 2 
New Brunswick 0% 0 
[Newfoundland and Labrador 0% 0 
Northwest Territories 0% 0 
Nova Scotia 2% 1 
Nunavut 2% 1 
Ontario 47% 27 
Prince Edward Island 0% 0 
Quebec e 10% 6 
Saskatchewan 3% 2 
Yukon 2% 1 
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Outside of Canada 0% O 


58 


ESS 


eGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


GI 


There are 47 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 


LL oo FEE LL LL LL LL LL LLL LL LL ELLE LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LA 


-~ MacaqueTV 
Canadian People 
band 
Ontario POJ 
Up! Cafe - 
RCAF 
Pharmacy 
Rapid Fire Theatre Company 
Chronic Pain Toronto : 
Nig 
It's just me and my 


Farmer 


Stronghold Data Solutions Inc. 
13 


14 


try Brazilian Jiu-Jitsu 
15 : 
The Conservative Party of 


16 | Canada 
17 


VB Cannabis Canada United 
19 
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The Real Barrie Cannabis Club 


undation 
The Kootenay's Medicine Tree 


Eurofins Experchem 
Glacial.gold 
AWLDM 


Barrie Cannabis Club 
Farend Natural Products 

Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis - 
Partners Society — 
Church of the Universe 


Government of Algeria 
Simon Fraser U 
School of Business 
Cannevert Therapeutics 
Pieces to Pathways 

Breakaway Addiction Services 


Horizons Residents 
UNES DE 


000639 


V 


/ 
/ 
/ 


ZSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


46 


47 


[OrgShare| The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


| do not agree 


CLR Construction Labour 
Relations Association of 
Saskatchewan Inc. 

Private Motor Truck Council of 
Canada 


Total Responses 


Percentage 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l'accés à l'information. 


CEE 


82% 
18% 


51 


000640 


[MHU1] Do you believe that these measures are 
appropriate to achieve the overarching objectives to 
minimize harms, and in particular to protect children and 
youth? Are there other actions which the Government 
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5632 


Res 


CZ LL 


Advertising and marketing 
restrictions make sense. There 
shouldn't be a need for 
manufactures to use flashy 
advertising or containers to sell 
the product. 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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000641 


Yes, | think that marijuana 
should be treated the same way 
as liquor and cigarettes. It 
should be age restricted, taxed 
and it's advertising should be 
HEAVILY restricted (like 
cigarettes). Limiting THC levels 
or at least having clear markings 
and audited quality control by 
Health Canada also make a lot of 
sense to me. Limitations on 
personal quantity and location 
that marijuana can be sold, 
would seems to limit the grey 
area where legal marijuana and 
illegal activities would come into 
contact 


Yes | do. 
| believe that what is lined out 
here makes perfect sense. It's 
everything | would agree with, 


age limit, ect. 


11184 


2 000642 


d be able to 


consumers. Po: 
on TV, radio and print 
advertising but allow it o 
Distributors should have 
onus of educating con: 


_ to iaee 
should be a 


because of the 


10 


000643 


The la 
_ restrictions aní 


11 


000644 


5826 


4592 


12700 


As it is right now, and as you say 
that some "higher concentration 
products have added risks and 
unknown long term impacts”, | 
don't believe marijuana should 
be legalized until the long-term 
effects are better understood. 
Allow researchers to study 
marijuana use with less 
regulations, and maybe some 
serious progress would be made. 


Yes, for the most part. | have to 
disagree with some parts about 
potency being ‘harmful,’ but that 
is personal. Another rule 
forgotten, which | assume is a 
given, is driving while under the 
influence. Marijuana greatly 
hinders reaction time, 
concentration and fine skill. 
There should, like alcohol, be 
rules for using marijuana in 
public as well. 


Yes | agree fully with the 
statements shown above. | can 
not think of any other measures 
that could be taken to further 
improve the program. 


12 


000645 


3613 


13248 


market, especially in terms of 
regulating pricing, potency, and 
availability. 

- Yes, | would add education in 
schools, and public service 
announcements aimed at youth. 


Yes | believe that in order to 
minimize harm from Marijuana 
use it should be treated such as 
alcohol, except when it comes to 
advertising. | think their should 
be a tight restriction such as the 
ones on tobacco products which 
are required to state medical 
warnings and not be displayed 
or advertised in public where 
minors would see. 


13 


000646 


14 


000647 


11068 


2710 


| think when it comes to 
protecting youth that the use of 
marijuana should have the same 
age limitations as cigarettes and 
alcohol. You have to be 19 to 
legally drink and alcohol is far 
worse for people than 
marijuana. No one should have 
to wait till they are 25. Also 
there should be exceptions for 
minors who can benefit from 
marijuana when it comes to 
certain medical conditions in 
which marijuana can help. Like 
depression, anxiety, anorexia, 
cancer, headaches and the list 
goes on. 


Yes | believe these measures are 
appropriate 


15 


000648 


12570 


1.A minimum age should be set 
to purchase cannabis for 
recreational purposes. This age 
should be set at 18, when you 
are considered a legal adult. 


2.| believe cannabis should not 
be limited or restricted with 
regards to advertising or 
marketing targeted at adults. 
The use of cannabis should be 
viewed as a social positive, it 
cannot be likened to tobacco or 
alcohol, it is far less dangerous 
to ones health or to society. To 
continue to discourage use is to 
continue to support a harmful 
stigma that was built on lies and 
propaganda. This harms 
members of society. It is time to 
tell the truth about cannabis. If 
cannabis use became normalized 
as alcohol currently is, many 
alcohol users would switch to a 
far less harmful substance and 


16 


000649 


preventative messages and 
measure to protect the youth 
from DANGERS of alcohol use 
should be use to teach kids any 
HARMFUL side effects related 


with marijuana use 


17 
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18 


000651 


marijuana or | 
marijuana products frc 
sold at this early stag 
legalization - the amou 
fatal overdoses on mar 
roducts in legal : 


19 


000652 


[MHU2] What are your views on the minimum age for 
purchasing and possessing marijuana? Should the minimum 
age be consistent across Canada, or is it acceptable that 
there be variation amongst provinces and territories? 


H 
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12514 


14362 


19 

| believe it should be consistent 
and in keeping with current 
legislation as applies to the sale 
and consumption of alcohol and 
tobacco products within the 
applicable jurisdiction. 


The minimum age should be 
consistent with scientific 
research into negative effects on 
the developing brain. It should 
be consistent across the country. 


Making it the same age as for 
the purchase of cigarettes or 
alcohol in the province of sale 
would be consistent with 
existing policy, most likely quite 
acceptable to the public, and 
probably result in less confusion. 


20 


elease er tl 
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000653 


3099 


he provincial drinking age. 


How much does it really matter 
what the age restrictions are? 
Like alcohol and tobacco people 
under the age limit are going to 
be able to get it if they want. It's 
probably a better idea to put the 
effort into educating youth on 
the reasons why they might 
want to use it, or might want to 
avoid it. Truth and not just 
scaremongering would be 
important for them to take this 
kind of thing seriously though. 


18, you can kill a man overseas 
you can take drugs 


21 


000654 


These ages should | 
different across Canade 


22 


000655 


13483 


7414 


5908 


12142 


intry wide.. Stop 

g things complicated. You 
ready do that way too much. 
All laws, rules education 
cerificates should be recognized 
across Canada, not by province.. 


| think that the age should be 
constant throughout Canada, 
and that it should be when the 
brain is done maturing (l.e. 25). 


Minimum age 21 for recreational 
use under all normal 
circumstances 

| believe the minimum age 
should fall in line with the 
minimum age for consuming 
alcohol and tobacco. | think that 
the decision should be a federal 
one - | also believe that the age 
of legality for alcohol and 
tobacco should be more 
consistent across the provinces, 
as the inconsistency often 
encourages younger people to 
party in provinces that have 
lower age of legalities. 


23 


000656 


5481 
6905 


above. 


| support variation among 
provinces and territories with 
the minimum age consistent 
with that to purchase alcohol 
and tobacco. 


14412 


should be set pro: fin 

with 18 being the lowest - 
possible age to purchase 
marijuana for non-medical — 
reason. Of course anyone 
. be able to use THC 
_ medical reasor 
doctor. For a 


a Compassi 
the government can © 
RUSIVE stats for 


eno identifiable 


6593 SS 
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1621 


6980 


by prescription only. 


1. Minimum age: | believe that 
age restrictions are important so 
long as the age chosen is based 
on scientific evidence. Alcohol 
may also affect brain 
development, yet we have 
chosen a minimum age of 19. 
Was that based on scientific 
evidence, or societal norms? 
Tobacco and alcohol do much 
more physical harm than 
marijuana. 


Minimum ages should be aligned 
across Canada for all of these 
products (alcohol, tobacco, and 
marijuana). This would already 
be in place if minimum age was 
based on scientific evidence. 


25 
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Topline Summary Section 2 - Establishing Safe 
Responsible Production System 


222000000000 000 OUT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


GMT, 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


— 99% 2435 
As a representative of a group or organization E 196 17 
/ Total Responses 2452 


Gender] Gender: 
LJ 
WMBRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRARAAAAAARREMmM  SSwK{YMKMKMMK(Ahuj=,’;’r’  Y—“/>]!m | FEEZ-@ D6 AA@UUAMmQOOjjaFeE{JJJ 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


r EEE EEE EEE EEE O EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE CELL 


Male 13% 
Female — 23% 552 


Other 


Prefer not to say 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNS 


Total Responses 2381 


? 


[Age] What is your age 
WE 


Response 


WA 


"Under 18 


18-25 BE 


Percentage Count 


CE AAAAAAAARAREAAREAAMMRMAAAMMIMEEIMEEEA 


1% 15 
20% 485 
35% 836 
21% 512 
10% 232 


IG 


A 


26-34 
35-44 
45-54 


I 


BSS 
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Z 
(55-64 9% 210 
p 
65 or older 2% 56 
p 
y - 
‘Prefer not to say _ 2% 42 
| Total Responses 2388 
CA 
[Education] What is the highest level of f | 
education that you have completed to date? 
y p | 
ELLE 0 
Response Chart Percentage Count 
p 
Elementary school or less 0% 6 
p 
‘Secondary school 7% 164 


Some post-secondary 


Prefer not to say 3% 
y 
| Total Responses 2374 
A 
e Lj . . . 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
E 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
j : 
Alberta 19% 443 
7 
British Columbia 19% 455 
7 
F : 
Manitoba 3% 78 
Z : 
‘New Brunswick 2% 42 
7 
Newfoundland and Labrador 2% 39 
7 
p * " 
Northwest Territories 0% 7 
Z . 
Nova Scotia 4% 84 


ANAN 


A 
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gy 
Nunavut 0% 2 
Z 
y ; 
Ontario 39% 936 
Z 
Prince Edward Island 1% 11 
Z 
/ 
Quebec 8% 192 
Z 
/ 
Saskatchewan 4% 83 
Z 
Yukon 0% 3 
Outside of Canada 1% 12 
Z 
/ 
| Total Responses 2387 
2 
. . 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 
. 
WI 
Response Chart Percentage Count 


Lawyer 2% 
Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 7% 158 
Researcher or academic 14% 
Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 1% 


‘Indigenous person 


ET" 383 


Marijuana activist 9% ~ 200 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 34% 768 
User of marijuana for non-medical purposes m 4996 1104 
(Other (please specify): e 1596 338 
Prefer not to say 9% 200 
| Total Responses 2255 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


BRA 


3 000661 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
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Response 


Count 


Percentage 


{Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 6% 1 
Indigenous government or group 0% 0 
‘Healthcare association or organization 6% 1 
Academic or research organization 0% 0 
[Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 22% 4 
Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 

from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 11% 2 
Business or Industry 22% 4 
Activist organization/lobby group 17% 3 


Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


Total Responses B 18 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
. . 
. 
area of activity):) 
H Response 
Rural Ontarians grouping 
1 together for a louder voice 
2 Religious organization 
Group of residents in a youth 
3 emergency shelter 
[OrgProv] In which ince/territory i 
. . 
organization based? 
A 
Response Chart Percentage Count 
sac LLL LLL ccc uui 
p 
Alberta 0% 0 
7 RE 
British Columbia _ 22% 4 
A 
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Manitoba 0% 0 
New Brunswick 0% 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0% 0 
Northwest Territories 0% 0 
Nova Scotia 0% 0 
Nunavut 0% 0 
[Ontario 56% 10 
|Prince Edward Island 0% 0 
[Quebec 6% 1 
[Saskatchewan 696 1 
Yukon 6% 1 
Outside of Canada 6% 1 
| Total Responses 18 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


ALM LL LL) 


There are 18 response(s) to this question. 


[NameGrpOrg] 
H Resp 
1 Syro Farms 
Canadian People 
3 Canadian People 
4 Ontario POJ 
5 Dispensary 
6 Up ! Cafe 
The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 
anna Botanicals 
Ni rug Prevention 
9 


000663 


Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 


10 Partners Society 
11 Church of the Universe 
12 Peloton Pharmaceuticals Inc. 
13 Horizons Youth 

regional district of fraser fort 
14 george 

Private Motor Truck Council of 
15 Canada 
16 lamaw 

Agro-Greens Natural Products 
17 Ltd. 
18 Complementary Healthcare 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


BB 


Response Chart 


se 0 (101 (quit qq a a 


| agree 


| do not agree BE 


\ 


SSII 


Percentage 
89% 
11% 


Count 
16 
2 
18 


[TREAT B5 Z B 


000664 


[ESRPS1] What are your views on the most appropriate 
production model? Which production model would best 
meet consumer demand while ensuring that public health 
and safety objectives are achievable? What level and type 
of regulation is needed for producers? 


2095 Use Colorado model 
Private production with 
government oversight would be 
the best system. It would more 
likely contribute to reducing the 
black market than a strictly 


government controlled 


dispensary. 
602 
| No more nor less than those 
producing produce such as 
121 tomatoes for profit. 
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000665 


1730 


| feel there is a place for 
dispensaries home grows,and 
licensed producers. There is a 
market for all three. 
Dispensaries could be used how 
alcohol sales are done show age 
of majority card for recreational 
use OR medical papers to access 
if underage or needed for 
medical purpose. And home 
grows just like home brews that 
are aloud. Or how you can grow 
and have 15kg of tobacco per 
person who is 18 years or older 
in the house hold. 

| fell just by making cannabis 
available you WIII reduce the 
black market. And that in its self 
makes Canadians safer in my 
Opinion. 


000666 


426 


2216 


| believe that the following 
factors are important in 
choosing a production system: 
quality standards being met, 
safe cultivation environments 
(workplace health and safety), 
proper packaging (child proof, 
THC and CBD content labels, 
etc.). 


Cultivators and distributors 
should be responsible for 
meeting quality standards and 
being transparent about the 
medicinal content of their 
products, as well as following 


guidelines for safe distribution. 


Il faut permettre la culture à 


domicile (en imposant une limite 


raisonnable sur la quantité 
produite, mais pas de règles 
strictes quant au type de 
Marijuana ou d'installation de 
production), en plus de 
permettre la production et la 
vente commerciale. 


000667 


2123 


166 


286 


ure there is proper 
f the product. make 


product we buy and consume. 


Just expand the medical model 
and make it recreational. 


Private sector production is 
completely reasonable and 
acceptable. The safeguards 
should focus on pesticides, 
microbial and chemical 
contamination. Mould and 
chemical contaminants are a big 
issue with unregulated 
marijuana. The majority of 
resources should be spent on 
making sure the end product is 
sanitary and safe, like 
pharmaceuticals. Regular checks 
by the government should occur 
to make sure the private sector 
is producing untainted 
marijuana. This is where the bulk 
of resources should be spent for 
safe production practices. 


10 


000668 


information consiste 
frustrating because | can't ma 
my purchasing decisions base: 
on knowing how well a strain 

will treat my symptoms. It's hi 
or miss, especiall | 
provider doesn 
same strains av 


- | n mind that if you 
2127 || levels to under 25%, 


only selling Canadian grown herb 
and it should be taxed by the 
government like alcohol. 

1140 


11 


000669 


2184 


The most appropriate 
production model is a 
conglomeration of small scale 
producers such as the 
burgeoning craft beer industry. 
This will ensure that 6 
companies dont receive an 
unfair monopoly on the 
production of a product 
demanded on such a widespread 
scale such as marijuana while 
also ensuring a fair level of 
competitio which will encourage 
producers to toe health and 
safety regulations. The 
monopoly on production 
enjoyed by enormous producers 
under the currently developing 
scheme will be prone to abuse, 
lack of safety, poor quality 
control, etc because these 
producers will have an unnatural 
monopoly. Small scale producers 
must be allowed and 
ENCOURAGED to exist 


12 


000670 


17 


selection and affordability. Open 
market licensing to the general 
public for production 


13 


000671 


lew system? 
I think it is about 
rijuana got 

ut | believe that they - 


set up dispensaries i! 
compile with government 
regulations, similar to private 
owned liquor stores. This will 
allow both big business an 
. little guy to get a ) 
pie. - 


s should be allowed 
1 at one time but | 
the garden should 
visible to 
ble from the 


14 


000672 


Not the governments job. 
Legalize it and copy regulations 
for commercial production of 
food and alcohol. 


1974 


Licensing to manufacturers 
whereby producers pay the 
government a fee for oversight. 
Government intervention is 
required to ensure the product is 
consistent and safe for 
consumption. One of the keys to 
harm reduction is to ensure 
product quality and to ensure 
that additives have not been 
introduced into the product. 


Privatize production to meet 
demand. 

Controlled such as a 
pharmaceutical, alcohol, or 
tobacco business. Regulation 
should be similar to those of 
other drugs and controlled 
991 substances. 


| | d | | | | d W | 
—Á——————————————————————————— 


H Response 


rA 


15 
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A plant or two? S 


16 


000674 


Government controlled 
growing practices and 
distribution should be the only 
way. If people grow their own, 
they should then have to face 
criminal charges. That's the 
point of legalizing it. Only 
government should be allowed. 
Medicinal or not. If it's been 
legalized, no-one should be 
allowed to grow their own. 


492 


be allowed, just as hot 
brewing alcohol is allow 
it is "only for your personal 
consumption or to be given 
away free of charge." - 


roduct. 


ropriate in cases of 
oduction offered 


1375 
1009 T 


17 


000675 


It should be the same as 
beer/wine. This is a system in 
place that we know works, why 
treat marijuana any differently? 
1240 
Limit self-production to an 
amount of young plants, and 
mature plants that will not result 
1360 in criminal charges. 
Home cultivation should be 
completely legal in the same 
way home brewing beer is. 
People who want to grow their 
own will grow it regardless but 
should not be able to sell it. 


1682 


be an option for medicinal 
purposes. It can be cost 


to find their medicin 
and they may nol 


18 


000676 


19 


000677 


2342 


1304 


Home cultivation should be 
allowed, similar to consumers 
making their own wine or beer. 
I'm not sure how to limit the 
amounts, but they should 
remain for personal use only and 
not grown for profit. 


Puisqu'il est pratiquement 
impossible d'empêcher les gens 
d'en cultiver de petites quantités 
chez eux et que ce cet acte 
s'apparente grandement à la _ 
fabrication maison de bières 
de vins, il devrait être permis. 


People above the decided legal 
age should be able to grow and 
harvest marijuana so long as 
there is no criminal intent to sell 
the product illegally or to 
minors. Similar concept to being 
able to brew ones own beer. 


20 


000678 


Mount Vernon an Tho 
Jefferson. Hemp can clean t 
soil which has been radiat 
Textiles, Rope, Paper, Bio: 
degradable Plas 


ce so synthetics 


21 


000679 


The regulations sho 


to prevent mass produ 4 


22 


000680 


1790 


[ESRPS3] Should a system of licensing or other fees be 


La culture à domicile devrait être 
légalisée, jusqu'à un nombre 
donné de plants. La limite de 6 
plants me semble fort 
raisonnable. La culture à 
intérieur devrait être interdite 
pour éviter tous les problèmes 
d'humidité qui peuvent en 
découler. 


| | d d 
200000000007 


# 


CLL EE EE EEE EEE EEE EM EEE LL 


2131 


Response 

Yes , for any commercial 
ventures but not for small 
growers at home. 

no 

Yes. 

Yes, definitely. 

Licensing be manditory 
Yes for commercial use. 
Sure if you have to. But do NOT 
make estimates about usage and 
limit licenses. This will definitely 
yield a black market. 


23 
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000682 


only encourages thec consun 
to seek out the lower price | 


y effects c on 


Definitely! 
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1970 


868 


king bars" to 
n the same way 
aurants are allowed 
cohol. | would not 

ver recommend selling 


marijuana in bars or restaurant. 


Proper licensing and taxation 
would allow the products not to 
be too cheap and this would 
avoid overconsumption of the 
said products. 


Oui, en autant que les frais ne 
soient pas trop prohibitifs pour 
les petites entreprises. 


For industrial production yes, for 
private use, no. Being a cash- 
crop, | wouldn't want to see the 
collapse of the grain industry or 
something for farmers switching 
to marijuana. 


26 


000684 


Any production facilities 
designed to supply marijuana to 
the public should be licensed 
and be required to meet certain 
standards for quality and 
consistency. À new production 
facility seeking a license can be 
required to pay a licensing fee, 
as this would help the 
municipality/province/territory 
to cover overhead costs. 
Overhead costs would include 
having a suitable oversight 
system in place to ensure the 
quality of products in a 
production facility, something 
that a licensing fee can help pay 
for. 


Yes. Licensing for any scale 
commercial operation should 
function like a business license. 


1103 
| would prefer to see the 
precedence set with alcohol be 
used as the templet for how it's 
1321 treated. 


27 000685 


-licensing but it s 
similar to the system 
alcohol. As alcohol i: 


28 


000686 
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Yes. Licensing to grow, similar to 
tobacco. Make it more 
accessible to private citizens 
though and allow for indoor 
cultivation. 


The same licensing as alcohol 
should be required to produce 
and/ or sell marijuana should be 


required. 

1320 

[ESRPS4] The Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations 

(MMPR) set out rigorous requirements over the production, 

packaging, storage and distribution of marijuana. Are these 

types of requirements appropriate for the new system? Are 

there features that you would add, or remove? 

# Response 
No, the MMPR created lower 
quality product via over 
regulation. Regulations are 
required for commercial sales 
but they need to be fair and 
reasonable. Regulations under 
the harper government seemed 
to be designed to make the 
system fail. 

1286 


29 000687 


Requirements for recreational 
marijuana don't need to be as 
rigorous as medicinal marijuana. 
Recreational simple needs to be 
healthy, accountable, and 
properly labeled. 

2026 
no and that is why the mmpr 
was a faliure and was sturck 
down by the supreme court as it 
only allows big coperations with 
deep pockets to 
compete,therefore limiting 
variety,and lack of storefronts 
made for troublesome 
purchases. 


The only security needed is an 
alarm connected to a security 
company and camara's. 
storefronts owned by the 
companies growing it and the 
ability for growers to sell to 
other storefronts should be 
allowed. everyone needs an 
opportunity to compete in this 
market 


1884 

Exigée que les producteur 
mettre différentes variété de 
marijuana sur le marché afin de 
favoriser des variété plus douce. 


139 


30 


000688 


1312 


755 


MMPR is overly restrictive to the 
point of harming patients. My 
wife is on MMPR to treat 
epilepsy; under the current rules 
she can only buy from one 
producer (Mettrum), and 
sometimes they run out of the 
CBD strain she needs to use 
daily. 


Thankfully we're experiencing a 
boom of semi-legal dispensaries 
in Toronto, and they always 
carry the products she needs 
when her fully legal MMPR 
producer runs out. 
Unfortunately Ontario has 
decided to raid said dispensaries, 
which means she runs the very 
real risk of running out of 
medicine every month. 


Remember: we're talking about 
a potentially lethal disease here, 
and CBD performs better than all 
known anti-convulsion drugs 
currently available with close to 


Yes, more or less. Recreational 
marijuana could be sold over the 
counter with appropriate ID, just 
without a medical referral. 


31 


000689 


When there 
- quantities beyo 
threshold (storage) tl 
Otherwise (i.e. growi 
personal use) 


32 


000690 


588 


Not being a legal expert, my 
opinion is limited on this topic, 
however MMPR is far too 
restrictive in its implementation. 
As | understand the legislation, it 
limits the choice of the 
consumer of source, method of 
use, price, and availability. As a 
result of these restrictions, some 
acquaintances who are MMPR 
patients choose to eschew the 
legal route due to pure 
convenience. 


Given that we are creating a 
framework for a legal drug for 
both medicinal and recreational 
uses, the vast majority of this bill 
is rendered obsolete. Start fresh. 


33 
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1588 


1158 


i believe there should be proper 
practices for growing/producing 
anything. a grower should 
produce their crop responsibly 
with regards to minimizing 
adverse chemicals entering the 
environment, to proper 
ventilation to stop moulds from 
growing and entering the 
product being smoked. The 
government has an almost clean 
slate to create an industry which 
produces weed ina profitable 
and ethically/environmentally 
sound manner. 


Maintaining purity and assuring 
quality are entirely appropriate. 
Requirements that do that 
should stay on the books. 
Requirements that arbitrarily 
limit usage should not. 


34 


000692 


490 


Yes but the regulation should be 
about bringing quality products 
from clean installations. 


35 
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1624 


917 


MMPR has been ruled to be a 
charter violation and will 
become null and void on Aug 24 
as per Allard ruling. Why ask 
about legislation that violates 
charter rights? 


The same rules that apply to 
alcohol regarding production, 
advertising, packaging should 
apply. Establishing the same 
criteria established in Charter 
violating regulations just invites 
more charter challenges. 


Any marijuana or marijuana 
product for sale should disp 
amounts of all psychoac 
medical ingredients (i 


CBD, CBN) as we 
or in the case of combin 
the parent strains. 

In terms of packaging airtight 
containers should be used in 


. Order to ensure consistency with 


5 (as oxidation will 


he former into the 
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cial enterprises that 

_ produce consumables is what 
Citizens expect government to 
provide for consumables in all 
forms - pharmaceuticals, food, 
tobacco, alcohol etc. Seems 
logical to extend it to cannabis. 


1389 
| believe that following and 
taking inspiration from regulated 
alcohol and Tabasco production 
is the best way forward. 

1098 
As long as product od still 
accessible to clients and yet out 
of hands of children/underage 
youth then yes, continue. 
Personal pickup in 
dispensaries/stores should be 
allowed as well. 

1900 


. . . 
in the interim or the long-term 
. 


H Response 
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That depends on what role they 
want. Let them expand and hekp 
you grow, stay the same if 
they're happy. They probably 
rely on it somewhat for income 
at this point, and | can't see any 
logical purpose to shut them 
down unless they're dlong 
something wrong. 


that the governmer 


38 


000696 


640 


Current licensed producers 
should be used along with the 
current mail system for 

ducti d distribution. 


under the MME 

permitted to prod ICE 
new system while fol 

regulations th 


39 


000697 


734 


540 


1404 


382 


167 


asis for the 
el was not 


ed to be punitive to 


rs while also being a 


why medical cannabis should 


ever be more than 5 dollars per 
gram. Very few legal substances 


the norm. 


Grandfather subject to 
qualification under new regsin a 
reasonable time. 

Should be able to be 
grandfathered. 

They should guide the new 
system, and the government 
should listen to them about 
what is going well and what is 
not. 


It seems most pragmatic and 
cost effective to maintain one 
system. 


40 


000698 


1250 
356 
720 


product available. 


They should be able to contin 
what they are doing, and the | 
ability to move to a comme 
role if they are willin 


Existing medical producers 
should hold onto the medical 
product production aspect. 
Should they also choose to enter 
the mainstream off the shelf 
production they should have 
every right, however not an 
exclusive right. 


They shouldn't have any role 
no opinion 


41 


000699 


967 


1565 


f they aren't already 


they should be privatized. 
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Aug 15 - 19 


Topline Summary Section 3 - Designing Appropriate 
Distribution System 


222000000000 000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


A 202500752 2 
A . . . , , 
As an individual 9996 2136 
Z 
| m : 
As a representative of a group or organization E 196 17 


Total Responses 2153 


III 


[Gender] Gender: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WE CEE 


Male 7 


Female BE 
Other - 
Prefer not to say 


493 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


DU 


Total Responses 2093 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


[Age] What is your age? 


WB UD 


Response Percentage Count 


WT LLL L A 


Under 18 1% 15 


18-25 E 2096 427 
26-34 -o 35% 734 
35-44 23% 480 
45-54 E 996 179 


SSS 


SSSSSSNS 


SW 
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gy 
y 
155-64 896 175 
/ 
/ 0 
65 or older 2% 44 
/ 0 
Prefer not to say E 276 46 
| Total Responses 2100 
" 

[Education] What is the highest level of f | 

education that you have completed to date? 

y p 

Ge LLL EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEEEEEEEElllz08: 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
3 
Elementary school or less 0% 9 
/ p o 
Secondary school E 896 159 
2 


7 


_ 


/ 
y f 0 
‘Prefer not to say 3% | 6 
| 
| Total Responses 2085 
CA 
e e e e e 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
LLL LLLA 

Response Percentage Count 
Z : : 
Alberta 18% 383 
7 
DE 7 0 
British Columbia E 1896 382 
/ , 
y : 2 0. 
Manitoba b 396 66 
7 
/ 0 
New Brunswick 276 46 
a 
/ 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 1% 26 
a 
Z : ’ ü 
Northwest Territories 0% 2 
/ 0 
Nova Scotia 3% 72 
A 


2 000702 


Nunavut 

Ontario 

Prince Edward Island 
Quebec 
Saskatchewan 
Yukon 

Outside of Canada 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNNT 


Total Responses 


,,,,,ÇKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK 


[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 


WI 


Response 
Healthcare professional 
Law enforcement professional 
Lawyer 
Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 
Researcher or academic 
Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 
Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 
‘Marijuana activist 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 


User of marijuana for non-medical purposes E 
Other (please specify): E 


Prefernottosay —  ,».;, ;; 4, ;. ^. /,ó, 7" 02; 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSS 


SSSSSSS 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


Total Responses 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 
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0% 1 


41% 861 
1% 13 
8% 158 
4% 75 
0% 2 
0% 6 
2096 
Percentage 


MM 


6% 124 


17% 338 
10% 190 
33% 654 
49% 982 
15% 301 
10% 188 

1986 
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Response Percentage Count 


iProvincial/Territorial/Municipal government 0% 0 
Indigenous government or group 0% 0 
‘Healthcare association or organization 6% 1 
Academic or research organization 6% 1 
Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit m 11% 2 


KA 
, 2896 
Business or Industry 28% 5 
Activist organization/lobby group 6% 1 
Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 
yj 
, 3 Um 
/ gs | UM 
/ Total Responses 18 
4 
. . LJ 
[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
. . 5 

area of activity):) 

# Response 
WA 

1 Rural Ontarians grouping 

together for a louder voice 
2 Large Family with similar values 
3 Group of residents in a youth 
emergency shelter 
. . . . 
[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
. . ? 

organization based: 

WA 

Response Char Percentage Count 


SLL EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE o», //A AA,A/fZk 
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Alberta 6% 1 
British Columbia m 28% 5 
Manitoba 6% 1 
New Brunswick 0% 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0% 0 
Northwest Territories 0% 0 
Nova Scotia 0% 0 
Nunavut 0% 0 
Ontario 30% 7 
Prince Edward Island 0% 0 
Quebec 6% 1 
Saskatchewan 11% ) 
Yukon 6% 1 
M EE 
Outside of Canada e 0% 0 


Total Responses 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


GLEE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE a 


There are 18 response(s) to this question. 


222727007000 000000000000 070070000000 000000000000 000000000000 


+ SPONSE aa 

1 CFBA - 
www.cannabizassociation.ca 

2 Ontario POJ 

3 Vapelated Vapor Lounge 

4 Up! Cafe 

5 The REAL Barrie Cannabis Club 


Kelz Medical Services Corp 


O 


2 000705 


8 National Cannabis Assembly of 


Canada 

9 family 

10 Eye Highs Creative Inc. 

11 Canna Botanicals 

12 Tantalus Pharmaceuticals LTD 

13 Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society 

14 9519297 Canada Incorporated 

15 Horizons Youth 

16 Ateliers Underlabs Inc. 

17 MM Test 

18 Agro-Greens Natural Products 
Ltd 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


BB EE EE Eee EE EEE EEE EEE EE eee EEE EEE Eee EEE 


Response Chart 


sé 


| agree 


A 


RSS 


Percentage 


Count 


ULM EEEEEEqEA M EZ#@ E@EE @!E@HH@VL#™#Z@iII/!/_|HM[MdM'd VVMlirckMHZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZ#if£f f/ifiifif£iiiZZZ 


89% 


16 
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| do not agree 


11% 2 
Total Responses 18 


IG, 


[DADS1] Which distribution model makes the most sense 
and why? 


FF LL IL ee FEE LIL TELLE LL ELLES ELLE LES LL ELLES EL ELLE ES LL LLL EL ELL LL ELLE ES ELLE EL ELLE ES ELLE ES ELLE EE ES EFE V ELLE ES EFE ES ELLE EL EE ES ELLE ES EFE ES ET ELLES ET ELLES ET ETES EFE EV ET ELLES ET ELLES ET ELLES ET ELLES EVE ETE ET ELLES ET ETES EVE ETES EE VETE EL ETES EE EE ES ETES ELLES ET EE FEE VE E ETES EE LE 


# Response 


ELLE BREL 
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1965 


nd failures of 
1 State and Colorado. 


thousands of different types c 
cannabis products in hundred 
of different forms currently 

being consumed. In order to - 
satisfy the real de 
exists and ta ke tt 
out of the hands 
2cessary t 


1910 Local choice makes the most 
sense. This is how alcohol has 
been managed in Canada and 
the outcome appears to be 
generally ok. 


000708 


|. would just : 
— back into the bla 
having it be local cho 
cause a lot of probler 
‘people smug: 


000709 


er it is to get 
| ass likely it 
ualified to 
uying from a 

for the clerk to 
ustomer meets the 
necessary requirements in 
person. It is very easy for people 
to lie in the Internet and very 
difficult to verify everything is 


legit 


685 


10 000710 


Liquor store, hi 
government : 

can be scanned th 
network connected car 


11 


000711 


: ie Phased-In 


1563 


individuals to contact previous 


dealers in order to receive the 
product quickly. Storefront is 
more realistic, and the 
establishments should be 
required to have a license to sell 
marijuana products, just as 
liquor licenses are required: 
sell alcohol. 


132 In my opinion Colorado is doing 
an excellent job of handling the 
legalization process. And 
Colorado has storefront 
distribution. 


| don't believe in giving too 
much power to licensed 
producers and allowing them a 
monopoly on the market. 


1224 Storefronts, as beer is done in 
Quebec. This would allow for a 
more dynamic free market and 
craft market. 


12 000712 


1244 


The store fonts would help serve 
people best as the can see what 
they are getting, dint have to 
wait for the mail which can be 
stolen from the door which has 
currently happened with the 
current regime.its also too easy 
to fake your age online so that 
safeguard is honestly gone, at 
least in a a store front i can see a 
physical piece of id that hasn't 
been altered on a computer to 
have a different image... 


Legalization and 
decrimininalization is long | 
overdue. Allowing provinces to 
opt out will only benefit the — 
black market industry. This lead 

to lost tax revenue and r 
social problems due t 
opportunities of. 
crime. _ 


Retail stores are best. 
Specialised products need 
specialists. It should not be 
lumped in with tobacco, alcohol, 
or pharmaceuticals. We need to 
let boutique producers succeed, 
not big pharma, tobacco, or 
beer. 


13 


000713 


e most 
uld be sold 
Way coffee is. 


705 


nk it should be sold 
ely by the LCBO. 


2062 Having retail storefronts makes 
sense because as a consumer | 
want to be able to see and smell 
the product before buying. That 
way | can ensure I'm buying a 
high level quality product free of 
mold or seeds. The mail isn't as 
practical because you are unable 
to determine the quality of 
product until after you receive it. 


Store fronts make the mo: 
sense because this wi 
ease of access in le 
manner to how il agal sellers are 
currently operating. If mail order 
was the only way to purchase 

marijuana, this would not cut 


_ down on illegal sellers because 


14 000714 


1096 


901 
1502 


Storefronts. Marijuana is 
already very very very easy to 
obtain in just about every town 
and city in BC. If obtaining it 
legally is cumbersome or time- 
consuming, many people will 
continue to purchase from their 
trusted and convenient sources 
in the black market 


Local choice 

The medical and recreational 
distribution systems should be 
kept separate with some overlap 
when it comes to dispensaries. 
Medical marijuana should only 
be available from a pharmacy or 
licensed dispensary or directly 
from a licensed grower either 
through the mail or a licensed 
storefront operation. 
Recreational marijuana should 
be available from either the 
existing framework in place for 
alcohol or beer sales or through 
a licensed storefront or 
dispensary operation. 


15 


000715 


1713 


am pretty 
ge 7 year old has 

' to order contraband 
do, and what if | 


a reasonable amo 
stash and allow everyone ta 
grow two plants. That will kick 
the hell out of the black marke 


s the most used. 


[DADS2] To what extent is variation across provinces and 
territories in terms of distribution models acceptable? 


16 


000716 


Response 


ELLE 


696 


550 


233 


1152 


1118 
191 


Provided that all provinces have 
some minimum regulation (no 
minors), | think everything else 
should be locally controlled. 


The provinces are the provinces. 
The less the variation the better. 


A variation would better allow 
the measurement of how 
effective different distribution 
models are. _ 
As much variation as there is 
with alcohol sales. 

| would accept Local Choice as it 
refers to letting individual 
provinces determine their own 
methodologies for distribution, 
most especially because the 
public/private model of alcohol 
sales (as per Alberta) are far 
superior to the fully public 
model of the LCBO (which 
sucks). 


same as alcohol or tobacco 
Liquor control boards or Beer 


all provinces or where 
eer is sold in rural 


17 
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000717 


countries with regards tc 
licensing of alcohol sales 


18 
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364 


970 


452 


There should only be a little bit 
of variation. All provinces should 
be forced to have storefronts 
and a possible mail service, 
however it should be up to the 
provinces to decide how many 
storefronts they will allow (with 
a minimum threshold 
established by the federal 
government). 


Totally acceptable and probably 
necessary due to geographic 
biases toward cannabis. 


Variation across provinces and 
territories is not acceptable, 
especially in the context of 
medical use. The many years of 
court decisions on this issue 
require that the government 
ensure access to cannabis for 
medical purposes; if it is unduly 
and unevenly restricted, the new 
regulations will be vulnerable to 
constitutional challenge - again 
(and haven't we spent enough 
taxpayer money fighting these 
losing court cases?). Access 
should not depend on where 
you live. 


19 


000719 


942 Storefronts should be 
nationwide, if left to provincial 
and territory governments to 
decide we will end up with a 
mishmash system which 
encourages out of province 
purchases due to heavy access in 
one area and little to know in 
another. The Ontario 
government is looking at the 
LCBO currently which will not 
help the local economy as much 
as dispensary style businesses 
would. 


an extent legal age 


consumption can be 


1117 | : e same rules all 


815 


allow the 
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1275 


1732 


428 


| it should be the same 
across all provinces, there is no 
reason why each province needs 
to be different. 


To be honest, | do not feel that 
inter-provincial variation should 
be encouraged or allowed. There 
are already far too many inter- 
provincial barriers in far too 
many aspects of our lives. 


As it stands alcohol sales vary 
wildly across Canada, however 
by leaving it up to provinces and 
territories you've made it so that 
individuals may have difficulty 
accessing a federally legal 
product if the province decides 
to make it illegal. So | would say 
that keeping a legal framework 
that is federally mandated we 
can make marijuana accessible 
nationwide. | would say the only 
things that should vary between 
province is hours of operation, 
and whether or not a dispensary 
is privately or publicly owned. 


21 
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539 


114 | feel this is acceptable. 


[DADS3] Are there other models worthy of consideration? 


# Response 


ELLE RO 
Simply follow the template of 
alcohol regulation. 
Decriminalize only, allo 
personal growing to elim 
the economy surrounding 
prohibition. If there's no money 


to be made, there will be 


Cannabis dispe nsarys and places 
th tobacco products 


586 Whatever works to be honest. 
It's time to stop prohibition on 
an item that heals many 
people/ruins individuals lives for 
pot charges. 
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15 


423 


725 


> of but | 
biased in this 


elivery model -- 
licable after the 

| s been established and 
there are well-known and 
trusted brands. 


Look at Colorado 


23 
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an NB Liquo 


24 


000724 


230 


No mention of home growing or 
home processing here. It is a 
viable option for many to grow 
their own medication. Those 
who grow for themselves will 
continue to do so, regardless of 
the law; however these people 
are causing no problems. 


25 


000725 


972 As stated earlier, a limited 
number of trial storefront 
dispensaries could be attempted 
in several cities across the 
country to determine how 
successful and safe this model 
could be. If all else fails, let the 
liquor stores sell it, but there 
would likely not be the product 
knowledge available that would 
be present in other forms. 


No LP let the p peopl S gr 
get their own product t: 
would create so much work f: 
everyone ...the picture below is . 
grown in my closet and its 
better quality than an y 


will sign ... Why i wo 
online hahahah fr 
gready holigop 
e free the pl 


The boutique (independent 


aff, hip music, 

ise, etc. The 

in my opinion 
ionized 
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935 


: pharmacies. Let 
eneurs who know 
ts sell it. Patients 
need support and guidance in 
choosing the products that will 
suit them best for their 
particular conditions. 


684 The vending machine method 
however it would need a way of 
verifying age of user. Most likely 
these would be in secure 
monitored locations such as 
coffee shops/lounges. 
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539 Nope. | think the proven mail 
order system would suffice, 
although the proposed age limits 
that I've read about seem high. 
Alcohol is typically available to 
Canadians at around 18 or 19 
depending on the province and 
it's not like there are no long 
term cognitive effects from 

| n nged alcohol consumption. 


28 
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Topline Summary Section 4 - Enforcing Public Safety 
and Protection 


222000000000 00 UT 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


BB 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


A 202005057 2 

A . . . , 

As an individual 9996 1590 
P E š Y 0 

As a representative of a group or organization E 196 14 


Total Responses 1604 


III 


[Gender] Gender: 


WB AALALA 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WT ELLE 


Male | | 7 


Female EU 


Other r 
Prefer not to say 


400 


NNN 


Total Responses 1553 


BSS 


[Age] What is your age? 


GT ee LLL EEE LL UD 


Response Percentage Count 


P 7/77 E@@ E@E@TCZ@ZEX@EA @E @@! Aq e@ @@@ @ q@ @@ ee @@ Eee LL 


Under 18 1% 10 


18-25 B 1896 273 

26-34 x 3496 528 

35-44 24% 376 
E 


S 


SSS 


SSSSSSNS 


45-54 1076 149 


SW 


1 000729 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Z 
/ 0 
155-64 1096 152 
y 
Z 0 
65 or older 2% 35 
y 
Z 0 
Prefer not to say LU 2% 37 
yj 
/ : : 
| Total Responses 1560 
CA 
[Education] What is the highest level of f | 
education that you have completed to date? 
y p : 
ELLE 
Response Chart Percentage Count 


5 
89 


Elementary school or less 


Total Responses 1548 


[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 


r LLL ec LU) 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Alberta 18% 282 
British Columbia 18% 274 
Manitoba 4% 55 
New Brunswick 2% 31 
Newfoundland and Labrador E | 296 23 
Northwest Territories 0% 6 

Nova Scotia 3% 51 
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Nunavut 0% 1 
Ontario 42% 649 
Prince Edward Island 0% 6 
Quebec 7% 114 
Saskatchewan 4% 54 
Yukon 0% 2 
y j 
Outside of Canada 0% 5 
| Total Responses 1553 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

A 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


WE 


Healthcare professional 


|Law enforcement professional 296 
Lawyer 2% 
Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 7% 103 
Researcher or academic 13% 


2 
/ 
7 
7 


Producer or distributor of medical marijuana 
Indigenous person 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


1896 263 


Parent or guardian of a minor (under the age of 18) 

Marijuana activist 7% | 100 
User of marijuana for medical purposes 31% 449 
User of marijuana for non-medical purposes _ 48% 699 
Other (please specify): ^ 1596 215 
Prefer Rot to say MM ZZ 1 1 1»*1LLLl1ll1l]|(/?) 1196 159 
| Total Responses 1459 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


77770 
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Percentage Count 


EEL 


7% 1 
0% 

0% 

14% 
36% 


Response Cha 


2 


© 


TJ 
(D 
a) 
ct 
= à 
O 
Q 
TS 
(D 
a) 
un 
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e 
D 
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O 
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O 
m 
O 
=" 
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D 
= 
N 
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O 
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14% 
7% 1 
7% 1 


| 14% : : 
/ Total Responses 14 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


222707000000 000000000000 000000000000 000000000000 


WA 


2 10 individuals in a social club 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB A 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


Alberta 0% 0 
E 2196 3 


Z 
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Manitoba 7% 1 
New Brunswick 0% 0 
Newfoundland and Labrador 0% 0 
Northwest Territories 0% 0 
Nova Scotia 0% 0 
Nunavut 0% 0 
Ontario 43% 6 
Prince Edward Island 0% 0 
(Quebec 704 1 
Saskatchewan 7% 1 
Yukon 796 1 
Outside of Canada 796 1 
| Total Responses 14 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


y 


1 | ) i i | ) 
AL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL 000000000000 


+ € SPONSE — s 
1 Canadian People 
auotsun 
Ontario POJ 
Cannabis Incorporated 
C&B Group 
Canna Botanicals 
Natonal Drug Prevention 
Alliance (UK) 
8 Edible Impressions 
Car Therapeutic Cannabis 


o OFF 4» W 
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10 
11 


12 


13 


14 


[OrgShare] The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


rA 


Response 


ER 


| agree 
| do not agree 


NN, 


9519297 Canada Incorporated 


LA MAISON DES JEUNES DE 
JONQUIÈRE 

CLR Construction Labour 
Relations Association of 
Saskatchewan Inc. 

Private Motor Truck Council of 
Canada 

Town of Oliver 


À 
| 
\ 
\ 


Total Responses 


Percentage 


CEES 


93% 


7% 


Count 
13 


1 


14 


000734 


[EPSP1] How should governments approach designing laws 
that will reduce, eliminate and punish those who operate 
outside the boundaries of the new legal system for 

AU a? 0000000000000. 


# 


Response 


CZ LL ER 


712 


In my opinion, the only 
appropriate use of marijuana 
would be for a very few medical 
uses (As per the CCSA) so the 
laws should be similar to those 
for prescription drugs 


| think they should not add any 
new laws. They should 
decriminalize all activities 
associated with marijuana. 
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alcohol in 
understand, rece 


: would li 


000736 


b 


on at this 


000737 


47 


974 


1126 


Ensure it's licensed and not sold 


by private individuals. 


Really depends on the law and 
what the person did. 

A Montréal, la marijuana 
s'achète sur le marché noir pour 
environ 10S le gramme, avec des 
rabais lorsqu'on achète de plus 
grandes quantités (3,5g coûtent 
typiquement 20-30$, par 
exemple). Ce marché noir offre 
souvent la livraison à domicile. 


Pour enrayer la demande du 
marché noir, il faudrait que la 
marijuana légale soit facile 
d'accès, que l'offre soit plus 
intéressante que celle du 
marché illégal (en termes 
d'information, de variété, etc.) 
et que les prix ne dépassent pas 
ceux du marché noir actuel (qui 
représentent la marge de profit 
dont les distributeurs ont besoin 
pour être prêt à braver les 
risques). 


Il est probable que certains des 
distributeurs illégaux actuels 
tentent de rester en affaires 
même après la légalisation. On 


10 


000738 


1090 


1008 


14 


There should be consultation 
between the RCMP, researchers, 
and marijuana users medical and 
recreational, in order to find the 
optimal laws for the new legal 
system. 


The government needs to keep 
punishments realistic and not 
make them overly harsh in an 
attempt to appease those 
individuals not in favour of the 
new legislation. 


Fines for those selling Marijuana 
to minors would be in effect just 
like there is for Tabaco and 
alcohol. There needs to be the 
ability for individuals to grow 
their own Marijuana but proper 
enforcement is needed to 
ensure this doesn't get out of 
hand with the black market. 


11 


000739 


252 


1299 


Yes, of course, but | believe that 
allowing for private businesses 
to operate freely will not only 
prevent organized crime from 
controlling large parts of the 
market. The means of 
production needs to be open 
and competitive, and the means 
of selling needs to be open and 
competitive. Taxation can be a 
decently effective tool, but 
again, if | have to go to the LCBO 
for my product and it's taxed at 
20%, | won't buy there. If it's 
taxed at 12-15% on top of HST, 
I'll be happy to go to Carl's Dope 
Shop around the corner from my 
apartment and hang out with 
some friends and the owner or 
something. 


You should not set unrealistic 
boundaries which will continue 
to keep this activity 
underground, and in turn makes 
it dangerous and demonized. 


12 


000740 


520 


they should probably be similar 
to the current punishments for 
marijuana possession? honestly, 
| think this is better left to 
criminal justice professionals 
than me, | really don't know 


(18), 


sell tobacco 


should not be restric 
something lik 


13 
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1161 


Amsterdam and 

| do have concerns 

| driving under the 
influence but until a road side 

that accurately measures 
inebriation levels it will 

impossible to enforce. Education 

is key to responsible use same as 


alcohol. 
LJ . LJ . . . . 
[EPSP2] What specific tools, training and guidelines will be 
*. *. *. 

most effective in supporting enforcement measures to 

. . e . 
protect public health and safety, particularly for impaired 

*. + 
driving? 
esponse 
ELLE 
Nope 

1246 A test that is correct and works 


is a great idea. But if it measures 
what | had earlier in the day 
compared to me now with 
nothing. That is not conducive. 


14 
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programm 
deuxième e 

du diplôme serait obl 
pour posséder de lar 


15 000743 


644 


Impaired driving should be 
monitored closely, and 
education on the topicis 
important. | know many people 
who wouldn't drive drunk, but 
have driven or would drive while 
high. That's dangerous. 

Educate your police too. The 
police hate marijuana, and 
they're going to resent users, 
and try and get up to all sorts of 
fascistic garbage. Can you please 
help them understand that this 
drug isn't that bad? 


Teach it the same as alcohol in 
school and in driver training. 


16 


000744 


17 


000745 


1317 


Sd 
habitual 
drivers using 


unusual metab 
distribution of th 
components of mar 
Marijuana does not fit in 
alcohol "box". | 

5. The medical 


18 


000746 


806 


904 


244 


It is a personal belief that a 
saliva test is the most effective 
way to test for impaired driving 
and recent ingestion. 


It will be important to find a test 
for impairment which does not 
rely too heavily on thc levels. 


We train our police to spot and 
enforce impairment from 

alcohol or even old age driving 

so | would think impairment 
from marijuana would take the 
same approach. 

When it comes to impaired — 
driving what are the regulations 
on prescription drugs are there 
any and if so same rules shoul 
apply to marijuana — 


19 


000747 


1030 


386 


A good field test that isn't more 
orenerous than an alchohal field 
test and clear guidelines on 
transportation and safe driving 
practices after a clear 
government study determines 
that marijuana impairs driving. 


For example, Caffeine is a 
stimulant that affects your heart 
rate but doesn't seem to 
meaningfully affect driving 
habits 


Until a clinical standard for 
actual impairment can be 
measured and reliably 
established, impairment must be 
demonstrated. 

the truth of the matter is there's 
not going to be any more 
impaired drivers on the ro 
than there was today . 


easy to get at any time of the 
day anywhere in Canada .... no 
more people are going to use it 
than the amount using it now 


nore of a factor than 


20 
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30 How does law enforcement 
detect when a person is 
operating a motor vehicle or 
heavy equipment when they are 
impaired as a result of 
prescription medication? 


409 None of this exists. Present 
models and. 
147 Don't know. Treat it as a 


prescribed drug with warnings 


218 La conduite avec faculté affaiblis 
existe déjà en ce moment au 
moins 50 000 consommateurs 
doivent étre en train de 
conduire leur véhicule aprés 
avoir fumé. Les facultés d un 
consommateur de marijuana ne 
serrons jamais aussi affaibli qu 
un consommateur d alcool. Il ne 
faut pas mettre tous Les oeuf 
dans le méme panier. 


. . . 
. 
| . . | . ? 
METTE EET EHI. 


# Response 


CLE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE 
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167 


426 


148 


onsumption 
permitted in licensed 
ges (no alcohol). 
lounges should also be 
permitted to distribute cannabis 


from licensed producers. 


A joint in the park won't hurt 
anyone. 

People should be able to smoke 
marijuana in parks, lounges, 
bars, in their vehicles, in their 
homes, on sidewalks and in their 
rented apartments. 


22 


000750 


1286 


vaporizing is way less harmful 
than cigarettes so should be 
treated differently and be 
allowed outside in public areas . 
As to smoking it should follow 
any rules set by or for tobacco 
that said if a place of business 
would like to allow vaporization 
this should be an 18+ zone and 
not condone smoking the new 
age has shown butane hash oil 
bars is more for recreational use 
and any bar like this would have 
to be self contained and 
accountable for there products 
as smoking is less healthy. but as 
| said if a place of business would 
like to allow vaporization this 
should be an 18+ astablishment 
as they are not selling product 
just allowing people to be free 


23 


000751 


264 


Public consumption should be 
similar to tobacco. Not in areas 
frequented by children (near 
schools, playgrounds) and any 
business can also allow or 
prohibit the smoking. Other than 
that it should be allowed in 
public, smoking though not 
around minors (due to second 
hand smoke). 


db 

Marijuana vaporizers shou 
similarly be allowed in public i 
the same places that e- | 
cigarettes are allowed. O 
consumption of ma 
products (e.g. 


24 


000752 


524 


1382 


Anywhere an adult can legally 
spray an air-freshener without 
infringing on another persons 
rights they should be allowed to 
smoke marijuana. 


Further, some delivery methods 
(ie vaping oil etc) do not produce 
strong odours and should be 
allowed anywhere. 


anywhere that you can smoke 
cigarettes you can smoke 
marijuana, anywhere that you 
can consume alcohol you can 
consume marijuana . 

private property consumption 
rules 


25 


000753 
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46 


592 


Yes. There should be specific 
restrictions - ie, places where 
you're NOT allowed to smoke 
weed - rather than places where 
you are. Eg, you can't smoke 
weed in school zones, in public 
indoor spaces, in children's play 
areas, at bus stops, etc. But you 
should be able to smoke a joint 
anywhere else. 


Yes. | also should be allowed to 


if no one is around. 


| feel like this question will apply 
differently to a lot of people 
because some simply do not like 
the smell of marijuana 
cigarettes. I'm assuming you 
mean only that, but, if it was 
scentless, for example in a vape, 
then | wouldn't object at all. 
Only, | wonder about public 
safety, | suppose. This is a 
difficult question. 


27 
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758 


Depending on the method of 
consumption, users should be 
restricted as to where and how 
they can consume marijuana. 
Assuming the consumption 
method is through smoking the 
marijuana, the same, if not 
stricter laws of usage as cigarets 
should be put in place. Ask 
anyone who suffers from 
asthma, other respiratory 
illnesses, pregnant women, and 
people who have allergies to 
smoke, and they would tell you 
that having any kind of smoke 
around them being unpleasant. 
That being said, when | go to a 
park, or sit in my own backyard, | 
feel that my rights have been 
infringed upon when someone is 
smoking and that smoke enters 
my airspace. It is the users 
choice to smoke, smoking is a 
novelty, whereas being ina 
public space or even my 
backyard is my right as a citizen 
of this country, which | am 


28 


000756 


In order to reduce the 


marijuana consumptio 
particular for 
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1285 


908 


er du tabac serai 


cannabis lui n'e devrait pas être 
fumer en dehors des domicile et 
que sa fumer est beaucoup 
moins néfaste que celle du 
tabac. 


To the same degree that alcohol 
and tobacco are allowed. In my 
opinion, smokeless substances 
should be allowed to a 
somewhat greater degree as 
prohibition encourages an all-or- 
nothing approach - as a 
teenager, a lot of people | knew 
didn't know they could have only 
one drink; they thought that 
drinking anything meant getting 
drunk BECAUSE they drank 
behind their parents’ backs or 
their parents either forbade 
alcohol altogether or had 
problems with drinking. Most of 
us grew out of that mindset. We 
need to foster a culture in which 
we grow out it much more 
quickly. 


30 


000758 


Released under the Access to Information Act / 
Divulgé(s) en vertu de la Loi sur l’accès à l’information. 


Aug 15 - 19 


Topline Summary Section 5 - Accessing Marijuana 
for Medical Purposes 


222000000000 000 UOTE 


[IndVsGrp] For the purpose of this questionnaire, 
please indicate whether you are providing input: 


GMT, 


Response Chart Percentage Count 


WA [AAA 


s 9996 3084 
/As a representative of a group or organization E 196 28 
/ Total Responses 3112 


Gender] Gender: 
LJ 
WMBRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRARAAAAAARREMmM  SSwK{YMKMKMMK(Ahuj=,’;’r’  Y—“/>]!m | FEEZ-@ D6 AA@UUAMmQOOjjaFeE{JJJ 


Response Chart Percentage 


r EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE CELL 


CE 


Male 71% — 
Female D 2696 802 
Other 7 


Prefer not to say 


NSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNNS 


Total Responses 3040 


? 


[Age] What is your age 
WE 


Response 


WA 


"Under 18 


18-25 | 
26-34 m 
(35-44 


45-54 E 


Percentage Count 


1 AAAAAEEEEAAÁEEEEEEAAMRERRAAAMRMMAAAMMIMI|,IEIEoeigd&:à: 


1% 38 
22% 667 
27% 818 
21% 635 
13% 390 


IG 


A 


SSS 


BSS 
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Z 
155-64 1196 349 
p 
65 or older 3% 94 
p 
y - 
‘Prefer not to say 2% 59 
| Total Responses 3050 
CA 
[Education] What is the highest level of f | 
education that you have completed to date? 
y p | 
ELLE 0 
Response Chart Percentage Count 
p 
Elementary school or less _ 1% 15 
p z 
y 2 
Secondary school E 1196 345 


Some post-secondary 


“Undergraduate university program e 2096 
Z 
Z 
Graduate or professional university program m 15% 459 
/ ei 
‘Prefer not to say 496 
Z : 
/ 
| Total Responses 3048 
A 
e e e e e 

[Province] In which province/territory do you live? 
WE. 

Response Chart Percentage Count 
; | 
Alberta 17% 503 
Z 
British Columbia 2496 720 
Z 
Manitoba 4% 109 
A 
‘New Brunswick 3% 76 
A 
/ 
Newfoundland and Labrador 196 38 
Z 
/ ie 
Northwest Territories 0% 10 
Z 
y 
Nova Scotia 5% 143 


ANAN 


A 
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[Nunavut 0% 2 
[Ontario 34% 1028 
Prince Edward Island 0% 10 
Quebec 6% 176 
Saskatchewan 5% 136 
Yukon 0% 3 
Outside of Canada 3% 94 

| Total Responses 3048 
[Individual] Are you a: (check all that apply) 

Response Chart Percentage Count 


WI 


‘Lawyer 


Z 


Educator (school teacher, school administrator) 


Z 


Researcher or academic 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


SSS 


= 
aS 
O 
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2 
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‘Indigenous person 


‘Marijuana activist 


SKK 


User of marijuana for medical purposes 50% 1482 
User of marijuana for non-medical purposes r 47% 1397 
Other (please specify): e 1496 413 
Prefer not to say - 696 179 
| Total Responses 2979 


[GrpOrg] What type of group/organization do you 
represent? 


BRA 
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Response Chart 


Provincial/Territorial/Municipal government 
Indigenous government or group nt: 
Healthcare association or organization 
Academic or research organization 

Non-Governmental Organization or non-profit 


III 


RRND W’Ws7}DAQW 


/ 
/ 


Organization which currently, or plans to in the future, derive income 
from the production, distribution, or sale of marijuana products 
Business or Industry 


Activist organization/lobby group p 


III 


Other (please specify type of organization and area of activity): 


CSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSENS 


Total Responses 


[GrpOrg] (Other (please specify type of organization and 
area of activity):) 


EFE FEE FFFEEFEE FEE FEE EE EFE FEE FEE FFF FE FEFFEFEFEFFEFEEEFFEE FEE FEE 000000000000 


EE 


Percentage 


0% 
3% 
9% 
3% 
15% 
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Count 
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A 


III 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNS 


KE 


[OrgProv] In which province/territory is your 
organization based? 


BB BG 


Response 


WA 


Alberta 


British Columbia 

Manitoba 

New Brunswick 
Newfoundland and Labrador 


= 
O 
= 
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> 
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(D 
on 
et 
sd 
(D 
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= 
+ 
O 
m 
(D 
on 


Nova Scotia 


Z 


c 
2 
CD 
< 
c 
ct 


MMAR license holder 
(designated person production 
license) who spent tens of 
thousands applying for MMPR 
license, built a facility to MMPR 
standards, just to repeatedly 
have application disapproved 
based on not meeting standards, 
even though we had lawyers and 
consultants who reviewed the 
application and said was 
adequate. 


A group of people and friends 


Canadian association of social 
workers 

Spiritual 

talking for Canadian future 


Percentage 
1496 
2896 
1096 

396 
096 
096 
096 
096 


Count 
4 


OOO OF ge 
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[Ontario - 35% 10 
Prince Edward Island 0% 0 
Quebec E 396 1 
[Saskatchewan 396 1 
| Yukon . - 096 0 
Outside of Canada 3% 1 
| Total Responses 29 


[NameGrpOrg] Name of group/organization 


I 


There are 28 response(s) to this question. 


VETEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEFEEEEVEFEEEEVEEEEEVEEEEEVEEVEVEVE EVE EVEEEVEFVVEVEFVEVEVE EVE EFFET FEET FTEVEVE FETTE FETTE TETTE VTEVVE TETTE FEET VETT VETT FEET EVE VETE VE ETT EVE EVEVE VETT VETT VETE VETE EEVEVEEEEVEVEEVE VV EET VEV EFE VETE VETE VET EVE VETE EVE EVE EFE EV EET VETE ETE VETE EVE EFFET EVE ES 


# Response 

- Canadian Therapeutic Cannabis 
Partners Society (B.C. registered - 
operating nationally) 


2 
ee s s P E: 
Ontario POJ 
Practitioners for Medicinal 
5 Cannabis 
6 Cannabis Incorporated 
D... Canna Naturals 
8 CAMCD 
10 Grey Toque Gang 
11 : - 
Natural Order Health Services 
12 


6 000764 


14 Nature's Way Organics 


Church of the Universe 


nabis Unified 


Cascade Cultivation Inc. 
9519297 Canada Incorpo 


East Coast Seeds Ea 
Canada Medical Cannabis 
Growers Coop - 
Private Motor Truck Council of 
Canada 
Complementar 
Edmonton 420 cannabis 
28 community 
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[OrgShare| The Task Force will consider the input 
provided by your organization as part of their report 
to the Government. Do you agree to let the Task 
Force attribute the input provided by your 
organization in their report? If you do not agree, the 
input provided by your organization will be still be 
used by the Task Force as part of their report, but 
will not be attributed to your organization. 


MULL EEE 


VA ns - 
| agree 9096 
Z 
| do not agree E 1096 
4 


Total Responses 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSNNS 


[AMMP1] What factors should the government consider in 
determining if appropriate access to medically authorized 
persons is provided once a system for legal access to 
marijuana is in place? 


WEE EFE EFE FFFF FEE FF EEEF EFE EF FE FEE FEE PEE FEE FEE EFE EFE FEE 000000000000 


H Response 


r EEE CECE @EEH@@E@E@@M@MMMMMAMq@|_(C@M@QafaféeuettttiMHM"_fzDril)Ji"!—™”™!'c'"ctu'tUt«@mdMdQMAACq@[@qQ@MAaM@{Q@dM€{qCMCT@Z@{WU§iitUMGG'@'?HM |]'*_'=x™m#«"né€[f€Fteaa"eetM¢@M@Z@AZ$§:;'°rt{'tUaMa|d@(@M[MCM{ata@mM['/]/@]_wik|QJM_a Arr@#@[@@M€MM{CdM MMMM M{a@M€c€HCé!@@MM—F-i;'kkkk!|mqamMH«|||'|—|]F™€"n—éreta@@q@¢@q@CMA€Maq_@{_|d[MEe@ 
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1648 


2452 


| could see Medical grade 
Marijuana being held to higher 
standards then "recreational" 
grade Marijuana. | think with 
legalisation more research needs 
to be done to find out if it's the 
actual THC that gives the 
benefits, or maby other parts of 
the plant. | could see Medical 
Marijuana evolving into "medical 
THC". Higher standards for 
medical use with more carefully 
controlled dosages then the 
"natural" products. 


Medical certificate and photo 
licence like a drivers licence . 
Allow for individual amounts for 
example equal to a package of 
cigarettes. No movement of 
"pounds" for any reason. 

Grow for self but limited to max 
10 plants period 


000767 


1262 


The government should simply 
consider the recommendations 
made by the Supreme Courtin 
regard to the ‘Marihuana for 
Medical Purposes’ framework. In 
short, medical marijuana should 
be more accessible to patients 
considering the possibility of 
delays, strikes from Canada Post 
and issues with privacy that 
occur with the mail order 
system, which could encourage 
moves toward the illicit market. 
Some patients should be able to 
apply for a permit to growa 
certain amount of plants that 
suit their needs. There should 
also be consideration toward the 
affordability of medical 
cannabis. 
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2229 


1038 


12% of our family income. | 
have to decide which days to 
alleviate my illness since | cannot 
afford to use it as prescribed. 
Drug coverage would be nice. 


The government should 
consider Low cost Med.s for 
medical users and that patients 
can grow in their home or yard 
greenhouse . And that the 
market should be free and fair 
.open to all 
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1212 


Doctor's prescription 


12 
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748 


Medical marijuana is an organic 
plant matter. 

And unless you're spraying your 
crops (which I've only heard of 
one company doing) this 
industry hasn't been 
commercialized. 

By keeping it local, you're 
keeping it purely organic and 
done right by growers who care 
tremendously about their plants. 
I've seen many growers care for 
their crops as if they were 
children. 

That is genuine care. 

When you have suppliers who 
care about their products and 
make sure that it's clean and 
pure, every person who is using 
it for medical reasons has a 
genuine shot of aiding patients 
with treatment. And every 
recreational user knows their 
product is clean and safe to use. 


Marijuana is also used as an 
"exit drug”. 
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Physician guidance and federal 
oversight on the amount that a 
person can grow for medical 


purposes. 
None as the G 
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If a person has cancer or similar 
condition, then it should just be 
just a formality by the doctor, to 
provide a letter to get a permit 
to buy or grow your own 
Cannabis. This permit should be 
made and approved by the local 
Government office on the spot. 
It should take the same or less 
effort than getting a drivers 
licence renewed or putting 
stickers on the car. 


Whether Cannabis has 
scientifically proven effects or 
not, if the sick person believes it 
will help, then they should be 
allowed to get it. Period. Similar 
to a doctors note for a sick day 
for the employer. It is a matter 
of history as to why Cannabis is 
illegal as of 1936. Protection of 
Industry NOT the public. 

As far as | am concerned 
Cannabis should be made legal, 
non-restricted. 

Most people will not grow or use 


Medical should be allowed to 
grow 8 mature, 8 semi mature, 
& 8 seedlings (to allow for loss) 
or designate someone to grow 
for them or buy at very cheap 
prices no tax 
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specific strains for cert 
disorders and personal 
preference | believe pati 
should be allowed to grc 


Provide access to those who 
want and/or need it. 
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| believe they should consider 
"can this be treated with a more 
natural (marijuana) method. | 
have had 2 lumpectomy's once | 
was pregnant and chose to put 
the baby first and have no 
anesthetic other than baby gas, 
my second | had meds for pain 
during surgery then to take 
home | was prescribed 8 
percacet (sp?) a day to manage 
pain!!!! | couldn't even handle a 
quarter of one pill, a friend 
suggested | "smoke a joint" 
instead. Scared but tried it and 
pain was minor and very 
bearable | didn't throw up or 
pass out not did | cry for no 
reason like the percacet did to 
mel 


If individuals need marijuana for 
medical reasons, as indicated by 
a medical professional, than 
special regulations/production 
methods should be in place to 
ensure these individuals are able 
to access the medicine they 
need. 
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You must consider the 
therapeutic nature of growing 
ones own medicine! | can 
control all aspects of my 
medicine from potency to 
strains when growing my own 
medicine but the forgotten 
aspects are the actual physical 
growing of the garden! | 
personally derived so much 
therapeutic benefits from this 


task! | suffer from severe chronic 
pain from several collapsed disks 


in my back. It's so hard to find a 
physical activity that | can do 
and maintaining my garden is a 
lifesaver! | believe that we as 
patients can be made to feel 
useful again, and in fact be of 
use to the new marijuana's 
industry , if we are allowed to 
produce marijuana for the legal 
sellers like dispensory or 
licenced producer . The current 
holders of MMAR licence to 
produce can be an asset to the 
current market. A market that 
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